- ,'.

(5 {r

L

xzweo PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING

¥Q THE ZONIMG CCGMMISSICNER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

I, or we,_.2avid L. Rouen legal owner____of the prop- rty
Situate in Baltimoire County and which is described in *+1e descripcion and
plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a Epec  al
Hearing Under Section 500.7 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore Cow.ty,
to determine whether or not the 2Zoning CommissioneTr and/or Deputy Zoning

Conmissioner should approve. (1) Jhe validity of the ex::usion of February
_ 38”5778~ 260-X)
.QJ_}fﬁﬂiﬁﬂiJJE%jﬂ%ﬂ&u%L_ExﬁﬁEtiQnaﬁLZLJUma_iuterp:atation"that-Racquetball

is sy: JTennis: (3) To_allow_an_awnendment.ta_the._
Special Exception”to allow Racquetball in lieu of Tennis; (4) To allow the

right to amend the Plan for the Special Exception that was granted, for the
reduction of square footage of the structure.

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning
Regulations,

I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Special Hearing advertising,
posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to and are
to be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County
adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore County.

Address 24)0 Bra Marx Avenua ._.__.

Catonsville, Md. 21228

Petitidner's Attcrney Protestant's A.torney

S. Eric DiNenna
Addrest Suite 205 Alex. Brown Bldg.
Towson, Maryland Z1Z04 " ~°
*825-1630*
ORDERED By the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this__25th __

day of _Jamuary ,19% 80, that the subject matter of this petition be
advertised, as required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two
newspapers of general circulation throughout Baltimore County, that
property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in
Tcwson, Baltimore County, on the______28th day of_Februwary ____ 198 £0_,

at10:L% _o'clock A-. ___M.

2/

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County
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BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

July 1, 1580

COUNTY OFFICE BLDG.
111 W. Chesapeaka Ave.
Towson, Maryland 21204

S. Eric Di Nenna, Esquire
Suite 205

Alex., Brown Building
Chairman Towson, Maryland 21204

olo

Nicholas B. Commodaril

MEMEERS RE: Case No. 80-167 - SPH
Itemn No, 86

David L, Rouen ,

Special Hearing Petition

Bureau of
Engindering

Department of
Traffic Engineering

State Roads Commission [Dear Mr. Di Nenna:
Burwvau of

Fire Prevention Enclosed is a revised comment from the State HiglLway
Administration on the above referenced matier, If the petition
is eventually granted, the site plan must reflect this comment

at the time of application for the required building permits.

Health Department
Project Planning
Building Department

Board cof Education

Very truly yours,

ICHOLAS B. COMMODARI

Chairman
Zoning Plans Advisory Zammittee

toning Administration

Industrial
Developrent

NBC:hk
Enclosures
[cc: Spellman, Larson Assoc.

105 W, Chesepeake Ave.
Towson, Md., 21204
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PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING

TOV'I’H‘ SONING COMMISSIONER COF BALTIMORE COUNTY:

I,ﬂﬁr we,David L. Rouen legal owrar.__.of the praperty
situate in\Baltimore County and which is deazcribed in tlo description and
plat attachdd hereto and made a part hereof, hereby peti.lon For a Bpecial
Hearing Undek Section 500.7 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County,
to determine whether or not the Zoning Commissioner and/or Deputy Zcning

————— e s e

Case No. 76-260:_)?{- to allow for the reduction of square footage af ___. - =

———— - — et -
— el e ——
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the structure to house tennis facility and/cr racquetball facilitwy. .I___-— "

Property is to be postﬁd and advertised as prescribed by Zoning
Regulations. _

I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Special Hearing advertising,
posting, etc., upcon filing of ‘this petition, and further agree to and are
to be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County

adopted pursuant to the Zoning lKaw for Baltimore County.
3
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David!L. Rouen

——

Legal Owner

- e e

ract Purchascr h

Address.__. rddress_.2410_PBra Marr Aveple ..

e - Ralt+im ] nd_21228
SN Y A SE— Y A JANFS FaFLe

d
Petitionerls Attorney

S. Eric DiNenna
Address_Suite 2035 _Alex._Brown Bldg.
Towson, Md. 21204 825-1630 !
ORDERED By the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, thisoooaao__

day of _________,196___, that the subject matter of this petition be
advertised, as required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two
newspapers of general circulaticn throughout Baltimore County, that
property be posted, and that the public¢ hearing be bhad before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room 106, County Office Building in
Towson, Baltimore County, Onh the. pemcccceae-

at_oo._.0'clock_____._M.

f ecercmccee==196_.

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

Maryland Department of Transportation fames §- 9 Connel
M. S Caltrider

State Highway Admunistration Adminisirator

March 25, 1980

Mr. William E, Hammond Z.A.C. Meeting, Nov., 6, 1979
Zoning Commissioner ITEM: 86,

County Office Building Revised Plan

Towson, Md. 21204 Catonsville Racquet Club
NW/S Frederick Road

Route 144

149.15"' SW Monmouth Rd.
Revision of 1-18-80

Attention: Mr. N. Commodari

Dear Mr. Hammond:
On review of this an, add i

must be curb und gutter shown on the plan for the entire frontage.

A tangent distance of 5' is to be shown between the N/W property line

and the beginning of the radius raturn. The radii at the entrance are

to be 10'. A standard concrete curb 1s to be constructed between the

curb and gutter at the edge of roadway and the wvarking lot.

.

~ et ha mada 'T‘]-’lere
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Very truly yours,

Charles Lee, Chief
Bureau of Engineering
Access Permits

—»&.4—'\. (y‘r‘ﬁm
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CL:GW:mah By: Gefrge Wittman

My telephone number is.{301) 383-4320

P.0. Box 717 /7 300 West Preston Street, Baltimare, Marylant 21203

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING BEFORE THE ZONING COMMISSIONER
NW/S of Frederick Rd,, 149,15
SW of Monmouth Rd., st District OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

DAVID L, + QUEN, Petitioner Case No, B0~ 167-5PH

ORDER TO ENTER APPEAPAINCE

Mr. Commissioner;

Pursuant to the authority contzined in Section 524, 1 of the Baltimore County
Charter, | her=by enter my appecrance in this proceeding, You are requested to notify
me of an:r hearing date or dates which may be now or hereafrer designated therefore,

and of the passage of any preliminary or final Order in connection therewith,

Exﬁ:? . fﬁﬁ\
) £ T', ! ! ( N A Trod o4 1tes e \"“; L { PV z' S J(_ R N ‘l,_i.J

> i
John W, Hessian, 11|
People's Counsel for Baltimore County
County Office Building
Towson, Maryland 21704
494-2188

Peter Max Zimmerman
Dep. v People's Counsel

! HERESY CERTIFY that on this 20th day of February, 1980, a copy of the aforegoing
Order was mailed to S, Eric DiNenna, Esquire, Suite 205, Alex. Brown Building, Towson,

Maryland 21204, Attorney for Petitioner,

R :
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John W, Hessian, I

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

February 15, 1980
Cosldy L r il Dl
il oW Churaapesre Ave.

Tow o, Maryiend 21204
S. Eric DiNcnna, Esguire
Suite 205, Alex. Brown Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

o
Wicholas 8. Commodarl

Chairman

RE: Item No. 86

M RS Petitioner - David L. Rouen
Burcan of Special Hearing Petition
Eraineering
Department of Dear Mr, DiNennas
Trafiic Enginesring
State Roaus Doumission The Zoning Plans Advisory Commitice has reviewed the nlans

submiticd with the above refercnced petition and has made an on-site ¥

Bureau of
Fire Provontion

ficld inspection ©f the property. The following comments are not
fealth ueparzmene intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
but to assure that all parties are made awarc of plans or problems
2uilding Oepurtment with repard te the development plans that may have a bearirng on this
Board of Iducation casc. The Director of Planning may file a written report with the
Zon.ng Commissivner with recommendations as to the suitability of the

requested zoning,

I'rotect Piann: g

Zoning Adain.stration

v

industrial
Dovelopment

This currently vacant DL.RL 5.5 zuned property is located on the
norihi side of Frederick Road, directly opposite its intersection with
Ballred Road, in the 1st Election District. Contiguous properties are
improved with individual dwellings to the northeast and northwest, while
a Knights of Columbus Hall exists directly opposite this site on
Frederick Road.

' This properly was the subject of a previous zoning hearirg

{Case MNo. 76-200-X) in which a Special Exception for a tennis barn was
granted on NovemDer 23, 1970, Subsequent to this, the Special Exception
was extended until a date expiring on Novemnber 23, 1981, In order to
determine whether this previous Special Exception is still valid and to
amend *he site olan to allow a racqaetball facllity in lieu of tennis, this
Special Hearing is required.

As indicated in our previous corversations with you and your
surveyor, revised plans reflecting all the enclosed comrnents were to
be subraitied to this office. Iowever, it should be noted that, at the
time of this writing, the revised plans have not yet been submitted.

e

BALTIMORE COUNTY
ZONING PLANS

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

PETITION AND SITE PLAN

EVALUATION COMMENTS

Itern No. 86 - David L. Rouen
Page Two
Febraary 15, 1980

I-’r‘_mr. to the -:,ci'.r‘du?ed }‘.c-:arin__: date, thesc revised plans must be
suomitied, In keeping with this, particular attention should be
afforded to the comments of the Department of Permits and licenses
and the Fire Dcpartment. If there are any questions concerning the
comments of the former department, you may contact Mr. Ted
Burnham at 494.3787.

Enclosed are all commueunts submitted from the Committee to
this office. The remaining members fel that no comment was
warranted. This petiticn is accepted for filing on the date of the
enclosed filing certificate. Notice of the hearing date and time, which
will be held not less than 30 nor more than 90 days after the date on
tne filing certificate, will be forwarded to vou in the near future,

Very truly yours,

yff;}ji4§:ﬂf}ffgi;§i:?fffézu

NICIICLAS B, COMMODARI
Chairman
Zoning Flans Advisory Committee

NBC/sf

Enclosures

¢c: Spellman, larson & Assoc., Ine.
Suite 110, Jetfer son Building
105 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204




T 2198 (1975-1976) . e . —
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BALTIMORE COUNTY . Taltimare Conuty, flaryland | ;’::x:o;‘ty Owner; Fascom lLand Leasing Corp _ TR 498 (197319761
- . ; - . Peespras by inmay hamicany Land Lesslivyg (Mg,

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS . Drpartment ®f Tubltre 1arks | May 4, 1976 hg: ] " - "

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING in.ﬁ..‘,.y.l (Cemtt4) -. rmaed
TOWSON, MARYL/ ND 21204

' The entrance locations are subjeot to the ajproval of the Departmant of Tratfig -] Al 1ry Fruegy
December 11, 1979 Durcan of Engincering S ; Enginearing.

there Il s O -l putiida sanlbacy vower aluing the Pawloddoh Juiad favnlaye Of Lhis

CLLewonTH N, DIVER, P. £, CHIEP yay 4, 1976 ' : property (Drawing #53-1114, Pile 1l}. 1Tlere 1a 8lno public 12-inch sanitary sewarage
Sediment Contyol: traversing the site within a 10-fcot utility eascment (Craswing £52-08033, File 1).

The Patitlonox 1s advised that connection to elther of thage sanitary sewer lines

is critical in regard to spucific losatlons and invert clovations, cdue to stream

favartla, ¢onvaola ervanowmontn, olba, Tha bal (it loeer will fa seapoywblhile For a nnultury

gavwor aluly L) detaunine tha admjuacy of tha Fredirdek Koad Sowega Puoapdyg Station

No, 2 and its force inaln rolativa to his proposad design cowage flows (bLoth EVErage

and poak flowa) in gallons per day.

Mr., William E. Hammond
Zoning Commissicner ‘ Develogront of thia property through stripping, grading and stabllirzation could
County Office Building ¥r. 8, Eric DiNonna : result in a sedimont pollution problem, damazing private and public hcldings downatream
Towson, Maryland 21204 Zoning 003“‘-*‘”10“-'-‘”1 of the proparty., A grading permit is, therofore, necessary for all grading, including
| county Office Building the strippling of top wvoll.
Item #86 (1979-1980) Towson, Maryland 21204 . Fping of %o -
Froperty Owner: David L. Rouen . : Item $£195 (1275-1973) bDrainaga studies, sediment control drawings and stors water manag;mant raw :gn
N/Ws Frederick Rd. 149.15' S/W Monmouth Rd. property Owncrs Rescom Land Leasing Corps will.ba necessary to be reviewed and approved prior to the recording of any recor
Existing Zoning: DR 5.5 : iy .
Proposed Zoning: Special Hearing to amenil Special
Exception No. 76-260X (Item No. 195, 1975-1976) to allow
for the reduction of square footage of the strucit e to
house a tennis facility and/or racguetball facility.
Acres: 4.053 District: 1st

P ial rmits Conarally, anmionclnont by conatryotlon of asy sty tuce, fouludlog footinge,

N/S Froderick Rd., 150' W, Monmouth R4, plat or the imsuance of any grading ox bu ng p . B la 10t potnittod within County utillty esuscucnts and i ltn=ot-way, 7The rutltivier 1s
Fxlucing Toalngs  BL-CHS . responsible for a recard:z2d agrecoment betwean the Petiticrer, its helrs, eguccesscrs and
pronooad Zonings Special Cxcoption for community gtdrm Drainsg; 3 ) .As8igns and Raltimore County, setting forth the Petitiuner's responsibilities and
tulidin], gul-ming pool, or othor land uss devoted saving Baltimore County harmless frcm any/all dxniges or clairs in connection with the
to clvic, social, recreational and educational sonstruction, maintenance and use of tha tennig courts over tha public utility essement
activities (tennis barn and cutdour courtn). the sulmittel pl. ", : and sanitary sowor.

Acres:  4.053 Diptrict:; lst

Provisions *for accommodating stomm water or drainage havae not boen indicated on

Dear Mr. Hammond: Thistla Fun, or tributaries thereto, traverse this elite.

It must be noted that axisting sanitary sower manhole covers ares not to be covared
by any material. The Petiticner would ko entirely respunsible for tha costs of any
sanitary cewer relocation, This property i3 tributary to the Patapaco Seways Systam,
subject to State Health Copartmant (z;osed reatrictiens,

The  following comments are furnished in regard to the plat submitted to this office Dear ¥r. DiNsnnag _ In accordance with tha drainags policy, the Petitloner ia raeeponsible for the total
for review by the Zoning Advisory Committee in connection with L3 subject item. rcgard to the plat sulnmitted to this office ' actual coat of drainage facilities requirod to carry the srorm water run-cff through

’ ing corments are furnished in a 211,
G al for r&teiol];;o:hagZOninq Advisory Comittea in connection with the subject itom. the proporty to be developed to a suitable outf 1
aener H

: Very trul ours
Open stream drainago requires a draircga resorvation or casement of sufficient s < b 4 b § i’ ’
: L}

The comments which were supplied in conjunction with the Zoning Advisory Committee Genaraly width to cover the flood plain of a 1CJ-yoar design storm. Iowever, a minifum width .’ f{ ‘ N
review of this property for Item 195 (1975-19276), 76-260¥, remain valid, applicable . of S0 faot is reguired. The culwltted plan should be revised to indicate the total : RSN 3 L2
’ ’ + PP {cate the precent locations of the water |

and a;‘." r:ferred ko for your consideration; the submitted plan shall be revised courn?f;ﬂt?::imcigizg E:x:: ﬂ:.mmzaxiigdng iﬁg walla of tha 60-inch drala croosing tributary drainaga area, in acres, and the linits of the 100-year flood plain. . ZLLSIHORTH N. DIVIR, P.L.
accorainay l’tedcrlick madi tho motal (caat 11’0“?) le auspcnﬂcd akove the wat(!rﬂayoft :_20 upatrean Bie rwadla~s £ atva.m valorarinn. nre, will alan ba zubiact to requirenents B C-’hiﬁff tuareau of Engmearlng
i ici i : ; : ; ~ % K I avir i gunrd ralls thezolo) ALY GIaLLNG, = H STESam ToIDCAt0 Ry @IC, W2l Ak : - 1 . : :
It is anticipated that no sanitary sewer connection allocations will be available end of thls drain and the rcla.ic:'-r; of Frederick *‘*”:‘d fwmg ;nddﬁ-'ick Ioad; and tha - and approval by the Maryland Stata Departmout of Natural Recources in event that the _ EXDHEAM FWR 88
for projects within the Patapsco drainage basin until the improvewents a: the Patapsco the locations of public water nains in Rouingnrfao:: way and kaaces k (WeP.Co 7 tctal tributary drainaja arca caupricca 400 or morm acres, :
Pumping Station are completed, which is expected to be in March 1982, pm:?_ions of Lots 119 thru 123 of the xccordad guldivision of stoncwoll Pan.hi . ;f. . : ‘ : cci 8. Ballestrd
Folio 18) which corprisa tha northwestexly part of thls site and the ownerphips of - ’ p *

The Putitioner muct poovida neceosary drainage facilitlea (teaporary or percianant) : o. Looa
Very truly yours, a.dj_‘acenr. proporties are also to bo indicated on tha rovised plen. to provent creating any nuleancos or daiages to adjacent properxties, especially by the T ' J. Wirkley

V. concentration of wurface waters., Correctloa of any problem which may wesult, due to o D. Gxisa

WIZ& - Righwaya: improper grading or Improper installation of drainaga facilities, would bs the full . W. tunchel

ELLSWORTH N, DIVERe ez, ” ~ 0§ Frederick Rocd (Md, 144) is a State Roxd; theraforc, all improverents, interaections, responaibllity of tho Potiticner.

7 - b ol
Chief, Bureau of Engineering | ontrances and dralnage requiremants as tuey affest thoe road come undix tha juriu?iction et - fzszwxgg s‘.g;tpo choat
of the tlaryland State Highway Adainistration, Any utility construction within the State S | - 3. Sheols

- - N -~ £ - = - roval O: tha EW 3 GE&H 'I'Opo
END: EAM: FWR: S5 noad :iqh:;gi;:ay :ilth b: ﬂg@jg;;thﬁ :2“;5;’::““3' cpecitications and epo Thera is an existing 8-inch pubdlic water rain in Rellingbrook Way (Drawing #33-1113, ‘ 100 Tax Map
Etats in on ose ‘ . i

ce: J. Wimbl | rile 3). A public watsr main extension may bo required alonj the Prederick Road frontags
| : = - darick road (Drawing #55-1113
3 £ this sito from the 12-inch public water main in Frederic e ’
Jd. Somers way ia an existing improved rosidentiel County road; vehicular accasa . ° .
W. Munchel is mipgmbzb;fzkmg this site thercfrom. MNighway impreverents consisting of a atandard rile 3). Additional fire hydrant protection is required in the vicinity,

: yoad torminaticn including any necesaary highway right-ol-way widening and revettiblef
e S | easaments for slupes will bs required in connection vith any grading or bullding peruit
12 S0 26 & 29 Fos. Sheets application, Further infcrmation may be obtained froa tho Laltizore County Eurvau of

SW 3 G & H Topo Engincering. The sulmitted plan must be raviced accordingly.
100 Tax Map

) BMOIE OO '
x 3 James J. 0'Donnell
(;gpa] Eil' TOWSON ' MARYLAND 21204 boltimore COUML{ - ‘_i_ Yy »::i. Mt?f}ffaﬂdaepé‘ﬂm&'ﬂl Bfﬁanspaffafwﬂ S::::tslry onng
Lgyips 494-3211 ol department of raffic engineering €F o™ siate Highway Administraton M. S. Caltrider
k TOWSON, MARYLANE 21204 Administrator
JOHN D, SEYFFERT February 5, 1980 . 13071 494 3550
DIRECTOR

Noveuber 20,
STEPMEN E COLLINS

DIRECTOR January 15, 1980

Mr. William Hammond, Zoning Commissioner November 20, 1979 ,

Zoning Adivsory Committee Mr. W. E. Hammond (Cent.'d.)

Qffice of Planning and Zoning Mr. William Hammond

Baltimore County Office Building | Zoning Commizs’ mer There is a deep drainage ditch paralleling the high

Towson, Maryland 21204 County Office Building P & P & ghway that

. Mr. Willlam E Hammond o must be cleosed with a pipe of suitable size. A storm drain inlet
Towson, Maryland 21204 : Zoning Commissioner %%%C‘ :gg?tiné’ Nov. 6, 1973 .. may be required. Storm water management will be required,

County Office Bldg. Property Owner: > : . . :
N 86 ~ zac - November 6, 1979 . Towson, Md. 21204 Rougn y : David L. | - The plan must be revised prior to a hearing date being assigned.

Property Owner: David L. Rouen Location: NW/S Frederick Rd. r

Locgtioﬁ: NW/S Frederick Rd. 149.15' SW Monmouth Rd. Attention: Mr, N, Conmodari (Route 1..4) 1:{9.15- S Very truly yours,

Property Owner: David L. Rouen Existing Zoning: D.R. 5.5 Monmouth Rd. ‘ Charles Lee, Chief

Location: NW/S Frederick Road 149.15' SW Monmouth Road Proposed Zoning: Special Hearing to amend Special Exception Existing Zoning: D.R. 5.5 B:reau of EI’I ine:rin**

Existing Zoning: D.R.5.5 No. 76-260-X (Item No. 195; 1975-76) ta Proposed Zoning: Special Accoss Permits ©

Proposed Zoning: Special Hearing to amend Special Exception No. 76-260-X (ltem No. 195; allow for theb“e‘*”“ic’“ Of S‘Euai‘i‘iimt-‘gioif the gearing to amend Spec i’al "
1975-76) to allow for the reduction of square footage of the structure to house a tennis i;gzﬁzgzﬁof;ﬁ?ft;tenn s tac Yy an (’ftggtégn ?85. 7?;%29;2) . oL . Sebol S .,.,ugeh_‘
facility and/or racquetbail facility. : allow for the rediction 0? : L:JEM:vrd By:/ John E. Mever;

Acres: 4.033 Acres: 4.053 square footage of the '

District: Tst District: Ist. : structure to house a tennis

facility and/or racquetball
This office has reviewed the subject petition and offers the following comments. These comments facility.

A .
are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning in question, but are to assure that Dear Mr. Hammond: Acres: 4,053

i . Distsict: 1st
all parties are mcc'le_ oware of plans or problems with regard to development plans that may have a No traffic problems are anticipated by the request to reduce the
bearing on this petition.

square footage of the proposed structure. Dear Mr, Hammond:

Dear Mr. Hoemmond:

Comments on ltem #86, Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting, November 6, 1979, are as follows:

Screening must be provided along Frecerick Road. ' Very truly yours, There is an error on the vicinity map. Balfred Road is noted

as being to the east of the site. This is actually Morerick Avenue
Balfred Road is directly opposite the subject site{ The proposed )

ly yours, Tl _

Very truly yours . ,x%\_w{,@%{ ’Anﬁ"-u"“‘at——__ _ entrance location is undesirable because of the close proximity to
" : Michael S. Flanigan Balfred Road. The entrance should be located directl =

y opposite ¢

Ad ; Engineer Assoclate II at the west property line, An alternative would be to locate the

entrance near the east property line. The minimum entrance width i
John L. Wimbley 25'. A 30' width is strongly Trecommenced, w

Planner Il

Current Planning and Development The proposed right of way for Frederick Road is 80' and not 70°
MSF/hmd as indicated on the plan,

The frontage of the site must be improved with paving and curb
and gutter. The curb is to be 24' from the existing centerline of
Frederick Road,

My telephone number is ( 301)383-4320

P.0. Box 717 / 300 West Preston Street, Baltir-ore, Maryland 21203

e




ll LB BALTIMORE COUNTY -- |
F HEALTH ‘ bc: e - [ ment of perm vd HC@N - B

%!]'Til"! ?é%?é%%ﬂA?\YLAN% 21204 _ | 1 v llre“g?g;ad ?r?:r:‘l'q i ;;;«;3‘ Nég} Rl :»l " Dn;oz;‘d ficenses V"_ OA R D O F E D u CAT l ON
i : | | -~ OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

4’45\{ 1 TOWSLN, MARYLAND 21204
DONALD . ROCP, M.D, M.P.H. : Wy 130118257310 JOHN O, SEVFFERT
. DIRECTOR November 1L, 1979 :
: | . TOWSON, MARYLAND - 21204

DEPUTY STATE & COUNTY HEALTH OFFICER
' i} Paul H, Reincke .
December 12, 1979 CHIEF November 2, 1979 Mr, Villiam E, Hammond, Zoning Comnisaioner
Office of Flanning and Zoning
County Offfce Building ' |
Towson, Maryland 2120 Date: oOctober 31, 1979

Dear Mr. Hammond:

Mr, William E, Hammond, Zoning Commissioner
Office of Plamning and Zoning
County Office Building : Office of Flanning and Zoning Somments on Item # 06 Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting, November €, 1973 _ Mr. S. Eric DiNenna
Towson, Maryland 21204 Baltimore County Office Building are as followa: - Zoning Commissioner
Towson, Maryland 21204 vt Property Owner: David L. Rouen ) . Baltimore County Office Building
‘ Loca tion: 1JS Frederick Road 149.15' S3 Monmouth Road ' iowson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr, Hammond:

' Comments on Item #86, Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting of November
6, 1979, are as follows: '

Attention: Mr. William Hemmond, Zoning Commissioner ' Existing Zoningip p & o
| - . P *e Ot
Zoning Advisory Committe. ) roposed zO'mnsxSpeoial Hearing to amend Speclal Exception Fo. 76-260-X
- : (Item Yo. 195, 1975-76) to aliow for the reduction of square footare ’
Re: Property Owner DNzavid L. Rouen nf the structure to house a tennis facility and/or racquetball facility. " Z.A.C. Meeting of: Nevember 6, 1979
- JTeE: L.O . . -
Distri.t: 15253 /
RE: Item No: 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90
' . ) Property Owner:
Ttem No. 86 Zoning Agenda: Ilieeting of 11/6/79 X, Locgtioi:
" A, Structurs shall conform to Baltimors County Building Code (B.0.C.d.) Present Zoning:
- - a - g'
Gentlemens: 1970 Edition and the 1971 Supplement, State of Maryland Code for the ey e
Handicapped and aged and other &ppli::able codes, Proposed Zoning:

Property Owner: David L, Rousn
Locationt NW/S Frederick Rd. 149.15' SW Monmouth Rd.

BExisting Zoning: DesRe 5.5

Tocation: W,0 Frederick Rd. 14$.15' SW licnmouth kd.
Tne ltews checked below are applicable:

76-260-X (Item No. 195; 1975-76) to ellow for the
reduction of square footage of the miructure to
houss a tenmnig facllity and/or racqu .ball facility.

Acres: 4.053

District: Ist Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed by this X B. A& building pernit shall be required before conatraction can begln

Bureau and the comments below marked with an "x" are applicable and required

to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property. X ¢. additional miBcellanecia  permits mhall be required.

Metropolitan water and sewer are available.
D. Building shall be upgraded to new use - requires alteration permit.

{ x) 1. Fire hydrants for the referenced property are required end shall be
located at intervals or ~ A0D feet along en approved road in
accordance with Baltimore County Standards as published by the E. Three sets of construotion drawings vill be reguired to file an
Department of Public Works. Fire hydrants at 200 foot application for a building pemit.
intervnls along Frederick Road. : X F. Three sets of construction drawings with a registered Haryland )
. District:

If a food service facility ls proposed, complete plans and specificaticns
R A second means of vehicle access is required for the site. . Arhitect or Engineer's original sesl will be required to file

must be submitted to the Plans Review Section, Envirommental Support Services,
Baltimore County Department of Health, for review and approval prior to consirudiici.

Prior to new installation/s of fuel burning equipment, the ownar should
contact the Division of Air Pollution Control, L94-3775, to obitain regquirements

for such installation/s before work begins. :
‘ ' ki t; ur
Ian J FE t, Dir

BUREAT O

an application for a building permit, No. Acres:

The vehicle dead end condition shown at
: Wood frame walls are not permitted within 3'0” of a property line.
Contact Bullding Department if distance is betwasn 3'0" and &'0%

of property line.
Dear Mr. DiNenna:

| The site shall be made to comply with all appliceble parts of the gfnq‘l""“"c:g:h“;e:agiaﬁ' confliots with the Beltimore County i
~ Fire Prevention Code prior to occupency or beginning of operations. ding . éction . - ALl of the above have no bearin ; _
Comment, Insufficient daia absut structure to allow further comment., g on student populstion,

LJF/ftha 3 _ The bulldings and structures existing or proposed on the site shall HEandicapred parking can be located in other areas to better comply wiih the
. : comply with all applicable requirements of the National fire Pro— Code. See State Handicanpel Code Section 316.L.
cot Je A, Butcher : . tection Association Standard No. 101 "Life Safety Code® 1976 Edition - very truly yours
ordor £0 6COUpanCY. FOTE: Thees comments reflect only on the information provided by the ‘ ’
drawing submitted to the office of Planning and Zoning and are not . -
to be construed as the full extent of any permit, - /}‘

o AL :‘/L

The Fire Prevention Bureau has no comments, at this time. AR i & ' ¥. Nick Petrovich,
. ; WNP/bp Field Representative

EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department.

Proposed Zoning: Special Hearing to amend Special Excepticn No. I

We Lo Fhillipe .
' Site plans are approved as drawn.

-

t. - /’"“-"g ’{-‘ - ,4
H-&- Noted anc'l “’Aé‘”{}":r’j:f ’/’// ’:7!;'— éﬁ’:’?}ﬂ{{f? Charl Burtham
’ ppmved‘ - . ee E, . Chief JOBEPH M. MCGOWAN, SRESIDEwY THOMAS M. BOY
Pla G up * Fire Prevention Bureau Flans Review Y. SAYAAD WILLIAMS. Jm. vices . En ALVIN LORECK
. - .EGi0uNT MRS, LORRAINE F. CMIRCUS MRS, MILTOM m. SMITe. 4R
MARCUS M. BOTsAARS ROGER 8. MAYDEN CT

Special Inspection Division

RICHARD W. TRACEY. D.v.m,

ROBEAT ¥, DUBEL., surImuTINOLWT

.-_ SFELLMAN, LARSDN@ A " o & sl sanons coun @ 5 ®
. . - R ) - { I [N y ARG : B. h‘ia Dw h ui i
- . & ASSOCIATES. INC.: . iy | GHTICE OF PLANNIG b ZONING o Dilierra, Esquire
G TRETEN TR P rosenr €. Srviman, P PETITION FOR SPECIAL FEARING [/ TOWSCN MARYLAND 21204 , | siite 205 - Alex Prown Building
_ . . PLS. ET g EAR dvas” AB4-3353 | Towacn, Faryland 21204

JOSEPH L. LARSON
SWITE 110 — JEFFERSON BUILDING LOU!S J. PIASECKL P. E. District '
105 W. CHES?*PEAKE AVENUE JOHN M. COSARAQUIS, PL.G. 1st Distric
TOWSOMN, MARYLAND 21204
- .. B23-3535 . e st Sneeizl E 4
DESCRIPTION FOR SPECIAL HEARING, FREDERICK ROAD, BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND “OuikGs Feticion for Speelal Hearirg
LOCATIONR: Noritwezt slde of Frederick Read, 14,3.15 feet Southwest of Pabruary 1), 1900 _
Mormouth Foad
__ Petition for Specisl Hearing - KV/S Frederick Bd., 49.15' SY of
Mormouth Hoad ~ David L. Rouen = Case No. £0-1£€7--577

oOFr HTAPRING

R R

Beginning for the same on the northwest side of Frederiik Road at the
. - o D3 m radoy oM ’ g 10:L 2.
distance of 149.15 feet measured southwesterly along the northwest side or D&%E & TIME: ™ raday, Februsry 23, 1920 at 10:L5 A
: - . . SERING: oo & LT i ] aire ¥. Ch ke Aveln S. Eric DiNe'ma, Eequire .
Frederick Road from the centerline of Monmouth Road, 50 feet wide, running FUPLIC HeRRiNGs frg:zoloor:‘lgy\f;.:i Of1ice Building, 111 W. Chesapeaxe fveuue, Suite 205, Alex Prowa Fuilding . S 103LS A.M.
' : Towvson, Maryland 21204

Thursday, Yebruary 28, 1980

thence and binding on the nor:h side of Fraderick Road South 62 Degrees 06 : _ _
e Zoning Comaissioncr of Baltimore County, by suthority of the Zoning Act and REt Poatition for Special Fearing
@ = T A _ W,’S Prederics Rd. [ 11’.9-15' EW

Minutes 50 Seconds West 413.35 feet, thence leaving the north side of Fred- Y -
Re ti £ Baltimrre County, will held a publis nearing:

tegulations of Pa Ve Lowid. ¥ pas af Mormmith Prad, Levid L. Houen :

Came Fo. RO-167-SPH : 2 POCM A0S COTNTY OFFINE TTILDING, 111 W, CETIATTATD AVOTD

X » [ONTE P -t e .a.‘.,-‘_...a'

o g el R e - T S - A

erick Road and running North 27 Degrees 53 Minutes 10 Seconds 'West 100.00

: Pet.tion for Spreinl S2aring under Section S00.7 of tue o

1 A ol

feet, and HNorth 53 Degrees 14 Minutes 13 Seconds West 253.75 feet thence roning Hemi.atirne of Paltimore Comwnty to determire Tear Sir

i 3 : hetrar or it the Zoning Ccuainsionar zulfer Deput; . . 7

parrallel to and at the distance of 175 feet southeasterly from Hillside ‘,“,}_’f,ff,,?:_p.‘:'_ﬁ.*f,__‘ T ot o o This is to advise you that $26.98 is due for
"U'.’i‘j?r :u""ff,?"';‘,m:“l;;' ;‘.:; ;’fj;;:”f;;ti:;":{'é;a” o advertisirg and posting of the above-property.

Road North 22 Degrees 45 Minutes 30 Seconds East in all 333.63 feet, run- EXL VAT Puimi o BILOW The EAUAT s evetiall
ptricture %o te reiused and to 2llow racquettall in . ]
licy of tenni to deteruire the validity of the Specisl Pleasa make check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland and

3 s : M LY ; pariid i “he va.idil) 1 & e cls ) '

ning thence South 62 Degrees 37 Minutes 50 Seconds East 192.53 feet South - ed O Betielly, o UpreRese It £k, e remit to Sondra Jones, Loom 113, County Office Buildirg, Towson,

Ixceptioa extennion granted in Case Lie. 76-2060-%, and Moryland 21204, before the heari
en interrretaticn as to wheblnecr or not racguetuall sud “ . ’ ng.

62 Degrees 37 Minutes 50 Seconds East 104.94 feet, South 49 Degrees 39 teriim are syl 05y THud

Minutes 50 Seconds East 254.13 feet and South 27 Degrees 53 Minutes 10 : ‘
Al: vhat parcsl of land iu the Firet Iistrist of Taltiucra County f"}/, S Cﬁ N _‘ a Sl

?@ < o \
; | / \ }

Seconds East 60.00 Feet to the place of begirning.
: WILLIAM E, HaMHOLD
Zoaing Commimsionex b ’ \\m, )
V4 ./ // f\ /
hiid

Containing 4.053 acres of land more or less. _
AR _
LOnaho QaMMUssIciar Cf

il - L -
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Beine the prepexrty of David L. Touer. as siown on plat plan filegd with the Zonirng

Dejpartrwent

»

SRHITTI)

Feiring Date: Thersd-y, Febriacy 28, 1930 at 10:L5 AN
Reom 1G5, Co.nty Office Puillirg, 171 W. Chesapeske Avenus, Uoason,

.\\"\\\
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GR.CinG STULDIES + LOCTATIUN SURVEYE o TECHRNICAL CONSULTATION




9 PR FAIMG

-~

ivE

m;mmm‘amhpmmmmmwumﬁmhmwmm."
q I

¥R SPECIAL'I m ‘ LPTICN

'!'0 m mamnmom or BALWOBE GO"'NI'Y.F ,]

Sk
[ ‘-l‘l—.—«--
groanty SRSl I RSLLOWT

l. or nmacmmmm..-..._nm owner_. of the i v
onmym which, o described KSOSERMITN, s pias stiacher Barets and mede » put hlnol.

in described pmpcrty o .S
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- Gepament of publlt worls °
P TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 -

Mr, §. Pric Dilenna . - - - T T
County Office Building
TAGCTL, Swmiylona | £1408

T R xu- uﬂ uns-:um-)

Ceesntmton o WS Fredarick Bd.. 150° W. l:'mmthm,

- Bxisting Minqs m.-cm g -

- building, swissring poolo or other lad uso devotad -
to civic, social, recrestional asd educational
activities (teannis barn and autdoor courts).
Acres; 4.053 District; let

'rho toll.o-ing ca-enu ne tum.l.lbod .i.n ngaﬁ! m thc plll: luh.i.tt:ad [ ch;u ofﬁ,g.

_ for :wi.n b; t.h- zouing Adviuoxy cl:-u,tm in cm.cﬁ.m with m‘whjuct Lt-

' the sutmitted plan muat ba revised to indicats

© courses traversing this siter thah.dmdmdnllsottho“—hdtdrmcmamq

Frederick Boad, the metal {cast iron?) pipe suspended abova the

end of this drain and the relation of FPriderick RBoad paving and guaxd rafls theveto;

the locations of public water mains in Rollingbrook way and Prederick Road; wnd the - -
portions of Lots 119 thru 123 of the racorded subdivision of Etosewall park (.2, .7

Folio 18) which oownriss the northwestarly part of this site and the m-nenmp. of
_ahAjscent p:opu-tiet are Allotob..tnd.l.utedou:ho mx-udpﬂﬂ' .

Hiﬂhlﬂzs- ; 7 - ?" . o : ﬁ

Fredarick foad (Md. 144) is a State Road; tharefors,
entrances and drainage requiremants as they afiect tha rosd coma bodar the Suriwdicrioe
of the Maryland State Bighway Administrstion, Any utility construction within the gtate
foad right-of-wey will be subject to the standards, upocuiclt-iml & approval of the
Btate in addition to thoss of Baltiugre Coanty . -

Rollingbrook Way is an existing improved :uiaant..al mmty rcud) vehicular socass
in nat to be provided this site tharefrow. Highway improvenests SONSiating of a seandsrd
zoad teraination including any necestary highway rignt~of-way widening and revertible
eapements for slopes will ba requirad in connection with sny grading or uilding permit
wpbiication. Purther informacion may be obtained from the nalthott Ccunty Bureay of
Enjineering. fThe sukbaitted plan sust be xwuod acaozdim}l!' ‘

Sesccm 140t Tassing o, i

811 iBprOvemants, (ntersections,

-

- of the property.

;-‘mpmwheamwnmum-mum.

: vutht.ncwnr the flood plain of a 100-yasr desa'‘gn storm.
. 0 50 feot in raquired. The submitted plan shoull be r<rised to indicats ths total
,trihxtn:y drainage t.ru, i.nm, ...Mthalhiu ot t.h.lw-ya: flood plain.

L e o

. total tritutary dnimg. area cn-ptuu 00 or -anncm. :

- oopcentration of surfaca waters,

rhpm-rqrmmnrwmmumummuum.muhmmu
mmibuieyotthhtiw R P . N

Pty b £ S SN o a ) e il

' the entzance Locntim m nhjecr. to th- qpprwu nr the Daputunt of Tragsi

Sedil nt control,‘ o S :-7-‘. o

3

‘Devalopment of this proparty throogh stripping, 9m1nquﬂ-tm1u;ﬂm;cmld

. result in a ssdimant pollution proclem, decaging private sod public holdings dowmstrses )
---*-"',; j_'g; ,.1.[ g;ldj.ng. hcllldinﬂ St

A grading un.i.t !u there Saxz,
m‘_lt.tlppinq of W loil- ;..

. grainag. -tmu.n, uﬂh-uc ml:ml. dr-d.nga nn:! stors nt.et amngucnt d:me

e mumwh:ﬂwmmmethawmﬁ
:pu:ozthhmnuofmygndmu:bnuﬂngmits.;", :

i
. -

1 “ " e -

‘ ?rwu!.m fox mu.nq -ton nm ox dnimgo hnn nat t.m .i.ndicuad on
the submitted plan,

'.rhhuc llnn, or trmmiu thouto. tnw:rn t:::u sike,
: In mrdanc. -it:h the drai.m. p:blir:y. th- hciti.our is rnpomihl‘ !ur the tml
Aotual east of drainage facilitias regquired to carry du ﬂ:on water m—ott t.hxmh

ot

Open u:rm dtnl.aag. r.:mi.nl f d.tni.nng. tmmt.im or m-unt o! lu...fil-ilﬂt

Lny qtadi,ng ulu.ug ttu- :ulm\.im,
Mapprwuhytmmhdsuuwmtofmnm hcnnt r.hnttbo

The htit.tma.r mt ptnvmc n:ouury dru.uqc fm.um.- (tnqnnq oc: pamnﬂ
to prannt Cresting any mmisances ox dsmages to adjscent properties, sspecially ip the .
Correcktion of any problwe which may result, due o

. e . B
. . B

There is an sxisting B-inch public vater mala in kollingbrook Wey (Drm-ing #55-1112,
File 3). A public watar wain extension mey be required along tha Foederlick Read frontage
of this site frow the 12-inch public water main in Prederick Road (Drawirg l55-1113, )
rile 33. Additional fire hyarmz protocbim is uqu.t--d in the vicinity.

R b e VALY

e . - Sk e -

Howevar, . a-u:l.-n-umch,:, _—

sto. will aholn nbjoct to :mhmts
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.+ CONKTY DFPKL BLOG. o o e
U Yil WoCheaapvate Ave. o ) ) .o ) o
_Tewsen, Men land  J1I04 - : o e

Trankiin ¥, Wogms, d0
- Chaiemen

TRAPFIC ENGINEERING
<+ STATE BOADS CONMISLON

. BUILDING DEPANTMENT
mun or :mmﬂ

NP ‘“shrjz‘wt"

BALTIMORE COUH’i’Y 20 JING '_AD_'JISOR'.’ C'Z_)MHITTE_L.

i

Hay €, 1976
.Richard C. Whituford, Esq. -
30% W, Pennaylvania Avenue .
' 'rausou. Maryland 21204

RE1 specinl BxCeptlo.t Petitl:n

uhumen Item 195 -

BURKAL OF i P : R"c"“ lan4 Leaainq - Pe i "‘”""" s
examizeme " R
DEPARTMENT OF - : Derz Mr. wh.tte!ord. : T o S

" The zoning Plans Advis sory Committee has . .
evieueﬁ the plrns submitted with .he above referened

N, i Ay A petition and has made sn on site field inspection of . .

) the property. The following comntn nn a result ot = .

J o NEALTHDEPARTMENT | - this raview and inspection. . Sl
- PRECT PLANNING .

- Tbua comments ars not 1ntended to indicata the.
appropriatencu ot the zoning action requested, In't
t0 awysura that rll parties are mada ovara of tlans

muwmumnm or problems with regard to the¢ development plans that -
 MDUSTAIAL - may hava a bearing on this case.  lIae Director of
PEYLLOPUENT © * Planning may file & written report with the Zoning

- Commissicher with recommerdations as to the nppropria-
_tenesa of the requestad zoning.

..~ - Tne tubjent property ia locnted on tre north -

#ids of Frederick Road, 150 feet west of Montmouth

Road, and iw currently an unimproved proparty, 4.053
‘@térds in area. The petitioner is reguesting a

Bpeciai Exception to pesrmit a tennis club with indoor
- and outdoo: tenniu tacilitiel.

. ueld .I.Mpection of thc subject site revealed
A st/eam running parallal to Frederick Rnad along and
near the frontage of the property. This water course
is not indicated on the plan, and as per tha comments
of the auu Highway Adminjstration, this must be shown.

T™he !oninq Requlats 8 reguire that a reaT yard
R - setback in A Business Lo.al zone indicates in the case
o 0. an abutting resflential zonae is 20 feat, and the

: retback ©f the sll-weather courts aria must he revisei
to rellect aame.

o
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Richard 2. whiteford, Isq.
S ' Re: It-3 195
= - May 6, 1976
C . Iwge 2

. The petitioner indicateas a propoced store in - .
ccnjunr-tion with the club building. Sach retaid o -ea iz
CAppETuntay €O oe incidontal to the tennis fac, 1%y, hat
“in ligh® of the commercial zoring of tha proporiy, some

indlctions must be r e as to thn ‘ext 1t ard rurnose o”

.o the retail area, as welil 8s provisions ar required for
. off street parking ares. ' The petitioner should nute also
- the corments of the Bureau of Tmjineering, State Highway
Aﬂninistrat:om. ard the Projose and Pevelopmer . Flanning
tection, g L _ o : E

: This pct‘.ticn is r>ing vithheld fror a hearing date =
: - wntal Buch time as revi.cd plans are received tiat veflect '
. ’ "7 the corents in the loregeoing, and any cormtents f:oru other
‘ : departmerl % as rejuested.
[

" Very truly yours,

' ' : T FRANKLIN T. WOBANS, IR, ‘
“hairwan, «oning ?Lana
khdviscory Commitrten

PFTH.JD

Enclosure : -

ce: Har-isca Mssgciaces, Inc.
40 Dutton Avenue

Baitimeie, Maryland 23228

Mot e K G (o BT

P
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—ru-‘#.-? 3-?'1‘“&’1:“ Aatds R s T
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ites l1.95 (1975—1976)

’!mt' M‘l‘l Rescoom M m.lng D‘nn
-Page 1 S it
May d, 1976

s:nig_ag s«an

There Ls an 8-inch public Banitary sewer along the Preierick Road fronteqe of thig
proparty (Drewing #55-11i4. ®iis 1). There is aiso public 12-inch SAnitary sewerags
rraversing the sits within a 10-foot utility easwmens (Drawing €52-0883, Pile 1) =
Tha Petitioner 1s alvired that connection to sither of L.ese sanitary a;-u ‘Lﬁe;
is critical in regard to specific ¢ locations and invert slyvations, dus to yiresm
irverts, concrets encasemants, wto. The Potitionsr w.ll be yesponmible for a sani
srwer study to deteimine ths adequacy of tha Fredarick anad Sevage Prping Etation

T . Wo. 2 apd its foros maih relative to his propoud design sevage flows {both verage

and peak fiows) in galloms per day,

Gonarally, encrachment by constxruction of structurs i J
is not permitred within Coanty ntilicy mt.l.::d tighu-o;-::;fnd;‘rng ;:::a:;;r is
- Tafjonsibie for a recordad agremmant beween the Petitioner, its beirs, succassors and
:nh;na and Bsltimors Oounty, mung forth the Petiticne:r's yesponsibilities and
aving Baltimore County harmless from any/all damages of claims in compection with the

congtruction, uintamnca and uss of tha
and ani . tennis courts over the public utility sasement

It must ba notesi that sxisting sanitery sewer manhole covers are no cover
t to be
by any material, The Petitionsr would bs satirely responsible for the costs of any =
sanitary sewer relocation, This Proparty is tributary to chn nupun s-ngo Systam
su.bjoct ro Stats Health Dapnrtuunt .i-pom-d mt.icunm . ’
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obal aﬂhtoomlyu:lthsn a;plioatla parts of the
- L g-.;::'wﬁ:::hu Prior ¢ 0OSUpATCY of beginning of cparstions. : -

Zings puodicee existing or proposed i the site ahall
5 ho.w).w;ﬂth u;n:wumu requitsaents of the Hetiural ¥ire Pro.
paticn Asecoiation Stendard Bo. 101 *life Safety TodeY, 1370
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mﬁmmmmmtﬂ at this wime.
; Noted and
;)
S

LE

Thra b ol NG KA

R TR

. F"-T""”’ K

L
X

Y
¥

o -
ax

"
i
{

8

[}
Ko »Mhnt.n’zl N e T

N
ot eat
vy
IF.

¥
R

<« .

4
-l
N “ o S L g Ry T kb

-

.

¥

—

L
ol
¢

speaisl Ineewotiza Divieica

3

Aating ety Chlef
Pi—e Fresection Noeau

A S R Wy oty W WAL SETE




AR S TR TR TN R T s B o oVl i e K Lt P L ey R et L e kR e W R e W TSI T b e TR e a e ST Ty T e e

) A ] '_“ - N Y
. Y 7 LT - L
i ,ff‘ o o .- S , i :
2 / - i
' o K L ; b
H 2t SR ',~‘ E
‘ |
' !
1 i
i ,
IR .
| - T '
f =
I J
& - W
i N
!
B . \y 1 - £ =t
= L SlS e
. ] -\ Losnee «'}Q& 'y && ) - : - - -- -
M f Loy A WM AR . e emme s e
X & . Ry . R ST

|

-

R £7}
aC .-51*-\::;:1-7

ey

[I—
5]
[

"),
F
7; By Sraw

N e e, G . | g - . . .
8 T T 2 P cecw T : Lo
SUIWAGE ) Zlea! Ve, it A} - - \ So N :
s PING K i "T"‘J 11 - : v - LA
LR O LE BNDRKE SHo™ £TATION £ LV | A - : ' R L R T PO
- KDL ¥ w. h ‘ L Vi -ﬂ& ! e } i - - . . .
B HRSN

~
‘

v : - ,7{ :
it Lo i

o hle
N
[ ]
~ t
Zz »
:
£y
;
L]
.
;
- 4
-
~

S RO e ‘(“’ -4 g U ; lw ° & YEWKTID: DR
. ) i el o L Y - 5 . - . -
: - et N L A R L . oN l"—::_.._. 0% oo ¢ \ LT LLRFE L LAY STORM AATER TInM
e T T . el ol - L . " . .
1 o - et SN _ 3 _ | e ALT RES ATLA INSTEAD 8F Purtint?

LEOTTIVNIL
TR ML RN DTCwM . Sevn LimMLZeY e

Al

i

B
3

\

!"n

5
o
o

EL 8" WATER

E 4
<5 ek
<& M e » l o E MCEp g gy . X
- R v . - ca. EMliMYEY (A S 00 eqvE SER FabiiM,
at - s A I L W R T . N . .
EJ _ v f eeng v 7 o \1 ‘\D_w N b TES.aLFINAL VES T [STaR Tt S IE.
. o PR T I g d -,
: N ol ! e e i B Pn 1 PROASHIP 2N TENT VERTY Sn2 Y
L 2 WATER — o N e | — > M 3 S
—_'—.EA' 2 -4 * b‘g A _EM—D’;QI:L" it v B, 127 WATER - ! SNLIDENTAL T2 TLANIT FALaady,
AP LT, T TR B D R C  B L F*é wj.ﬁ;‘a!; é"’wﬂi e — - --;., . = ~ _.i. _L e ———— e 1B, PAYVING CUNE A W TTER PEW
N e N~ ’ ’ ot -, T T ShA weER b4
N o | ROAT RN
Y e e : : v '
! : S oo A E B — SLNED f5 ' L e h s et
o ‘ i o , IR . ZOWED bR -7~ T PV -1 TS EALEP YIS AVE o g Eosean T
- i - ( - i - . T < 7 ’ - . - - / -7 T l FRVIATE e -m‘_.—. s ' - : V /4" f'¥ { P ;:‘l." -
CLUR A o - e LT TR B Y B BRI S SRV v : ' ' ' « ARATE. -
T A A AL R : . x e
;f- ' . . - 7 ) . —am -
FI_ ER N ‘ P .
- " 1 = T 't ~
. Lualtl 2D

b Tz EL 5 B ]

St

' : ' — . . Jk.“.'_a .

e




BAG‘IMORE COUNTY, MARE“{ND

| ‘;{l.;:fs} DALIgJQP"jC *H#.Qf . .
e ] OFNICE GF PLANNING & 2ON~G
S. Eric DiXNenna o INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE \ i’* J oW 533MARYLAN021204
| 4. 2 494-3

ﬂ/forne_y af Daw
Suite 205 Alex. DBroan ﬁu:f&h_q
102 0. 7

Mr, W, E, Hommond
TO.__ Zoning Commissioner

To'hn-D"gé;fferf Director
O .ce of Planning and Zoning

__February 12, 1989 Wi UM | “Au“z k)
................. - ZO”lH(J CO }U“ 1"
May 27, 1981 YIA RAGISTITUD U, s, MATL

ennsy/ua.ma ﬂueﬂue

2} January 1978

Towson, ﬂraryfanJ 21204
Jar - 423-1630

January 4, 1980

The Honorable William E. Hammond,
Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County

County Office Building
111 W, Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

N/S of Frederick Road, 1250' East
of Hillside Road
First Election District

Petitioner, David L. Rouen
My File No. 79-29
Dear Commissioner Hammond:

Enclosed herewith please find the ?mended Petition for
Special Hearing, in triplicate, for the property as above
captioned. This matter was initially filed on October 22,
1979 and it is my understanding that it has been processed

through the Zoning Advisory Committee.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that it be set in
for a hearing as scon as possible.

Thank you in advance for your kind consideration and
attention.

SED:cm

Enclosures
HAND-DELIVERED 1/4/80

cc: Mr. Joseph L. Larson,
Vice President .
Spellinan, Larson & Associates,

Dr. David L. Rouen

IO |

SUBJECT Petition No, 30-147- SPH

Pet’tion for Special Hearing

Northwest side of Frederick Road, 149.15 feet Southwest of Monmouth Road

Petitioner = David L. Rouen

FIRST DISTRICT

HEARING: Thursday, February 28, 1980 (10:45 A.M.)

JDS;JGH:ab

FEr-ara——

s AP g8 et St b e ok 2 Potrmi,

S. Eric DiNenna, Esquire
Suite 205

Alex Brown Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Petition for Special Ilearing
NW/S of Frederick Rd., 149.15' SW of
Monmoeuth Rd. 1st Election District
David L, Roucn - Petiticner
NO. 6§0-167-SPH (Item No. 86)

Dear Mr. DiNenna:

I have this date passed my Order in the above captioned matter in accordance

with the attached.

Very truly yours,

////y}w”j

JEAN M, H, JUNG
Deputy Zoning Commissioner

If granted, it is requested that a detailed landscaping plen be required for
approval by the Division of Current Planning and Devalopment,

JMHI /e
Attachments

c¢: Mr, Eugene Shaver
116 Scuth Hilltop Road
Catonsville, Maryland 21228

Ms. JoAnn Hahp
6 Monmouth Road
Catonsville, Maryland 21228

Jokn W, Hessian, III, Esquire
People's Counsel

IR LU S IR
.. P v H
S r rmaw w s 3
- vy

P Bl LN

- 1—‘.7. [ A AL .ur—-.\-t"_b LR aFol R ‘-L T T
dndh o e i i

136 NEW YOURE SUPPLEMENT, 24 SERIES

employment environment.  Although not directly in point, some coilatera]
ILigit is cast on this problem by d&cxsxon;. such as Verschleiser v. Joseph
Stern & Son, 229 NY. 192, 178 .E. 126 and Vesper v. Colonial Radio - =
Corp., 274 App.Div. 839, 81 N 32d 794, a -
Claimant’s provocative conduct “was not due to “wilful intention”
 the sense that term is used in the slatute {Commissioner of Taxation and
Finance v. Bronx Hospital, 276 App.Div. 708, 711, 97 N.Y.S.2d 120,
- 122; leave to appeal denied 277 App.Div. 911, 98 N.Y.S.2d 391 301 -
- N.Y. 813, 95 N.E.2d 57}, but was due to mental disease, e
"'~ In this respect the problem is somewhat similar in underlying principle -'-'_ -
' to the case where physical weal:nzis or illness of an employee is a direct - =
c2zse of industrial casvalty. We do ot need to go further here than
to say that in the view we take of ti.is record the accident arose both out
of and in the course of employment,
The award should be afficned with costs to the ‘v‘fornmuns Com-
pensation Board. .
Award afiirmed with costs to th: Workmen’s Compensation Board.

.- FOSTER, P. J, and COON, IERLIHY and REYNOLDS, JJ,

Wef EIMYTE ST5TIM ’

8 AD.2d 191

" Apz¥eaton of NEW TORID LITE INSURANCE COMPANT and Manlatan
. Eye, Ear and Throat Jaospital, Jretitioners Appellants-Respordents, v.
" Harris H. MURDOCK, Fawin V. Xleicers, Sean P, Keating 2nd P, Joseph
- Cornolly, consiituting the Boarl of Standards and Appeals of the City ~ %%
- - of New York, Ilespondents-Respondents-Appellaats, and B, J. Denihas
Inc, Deborah K. Domont and Shamrock Clesners, Ine, Iatorvenorse

Zespondents-Fespondents-Appelluate, -

Supremeo Court, Appellate Division, First Department.
June 11, 1959,

Proceedings on petition for review of the decision of the Board
of Standards and Apneals of the City of New York granting an exten-
sicn of vanance. The Supreme Court, Special Term, New York Comn--
ty, Arthur G. Klein, J., 15 Mise.2d 332, 182 N.Y.5.2d 397, anaulied and

il the Zetenmination and renanded the matier 1o Board with di-
rections, and 't parties appealed pursuant to feave granted. The Appel-
Ture Divizlun, MceXNally, ], held thas notice to objeciors would have been
ercizenily desirable in circumstances of case, Lut that absence of particu-
Iar notice of hearing as to extensicl of use variance was not 2 jurisdic-
tionz) celect.

Aitrmed.

NEW YORK LITE INSURANCE COMPANY v. MURDOCZ g
Clteas 156 NI 324 T18

1 Manicipal Corporations €=u21.61
Notice to objectors would have been eminently d=iralie in &r-
corslances of case. but zbeence of par pnrnm.lar nouce of heanng 25 10 ex-
N e e

TZlnce
ension of LSe Variance was not Z_JLn dictional defect.

2 Yionicpal Corporat_uns <2g21.64 -
Special Term properly remanded procced:ng so that Baaxd culd

r—-qp.v its grounds for grammg e\tcnalon of use variance.

¥
S

Milton Mollen, Erocklyn, of counsel (James J. Hurley, New York
i=zv, on the brief; Charles H. Tenney, New York City, attorney), for
sespondents-ap, cllants.

Samuel L Rosenman, New York City, of counsel {Mendes Hershrmin,
~izx Freund, Milton Adler and Harry A Leigh, MNew York Gy, on ihe
Srei; Rosenman, Goldmark, Colin & Kaye, New York City, z.10mmess;

Azgulo, Cooney, Maruh & Quchterloney, New York Gity, anoizeys),
Zor 2ppellants-respondents, '

W. Bemnard Richhind, New York City, of counsel

Iredmag, Berliner & Klein, New York City, attorneys), for imtenvenors-

epeilants-respondents.

v
Dzer, diziks,

Before BREITEL, J. P, and RAB, M. M, FRANK, McNALLY

:=d STEVENS, JJ.

McNALLY, Justice,
ATl parties have appealed frum the order of Speaal Term estered
oy P N4 y ¢!
I:sveary 5, 1959 pursuant to leave graried under section 1304 of the

Gl Practice Act. The order denie@ th: moticn of the Board of Stand-

35 and Appeals and the inferverors for an order vacating the order

te c—x czrtioran, dismissing the petition and sustaining :he determinztion of
tze Deard. The Board’s ceterniination pcrnn ted the interveross to
. Rl ,

cuotinze the operation of ¢ an c'ﬂ“r"Ld urz ea..,n" business winich en-

B e ——

z-zerent had previously ,‘ cen oranted 28 a zening use vamance
eter further rc\erced, 2nnulled and_s_t__t aside t‘e dc’crm
=nded the matter to the oard for Lccftnon cn the dppl.’:ﬁ! N+ m« the
Tmzimamnce of the enlzrged dry cleaning business and to :;'.:;;:- 13‘¢
c—cnds for its determination. It i n.rmer directed that oubiic neiice
i ':..g_lj_xjg_be @‘cﬂ andd =i ;r:qutf_n pirties be permited to ninuic
;I;T.'x SUppOTL of or_in opposition to said application.
_?_;... Jarch 6, 1956 the Doard gmn’ed a varjande in the
= oremmses here mmvolved of the use dis rict :‘Lgm.mo.ls ure.
_.',_._.!' {c) of scction 7 of the Zoning Resol ation of the City ¢f New York
On Ocrrler 23, 1957 the imiervei7s 7e-

aypuslicon W
er suinilvi-

ez term of two years.
Z=i7ed an extension of thy

! \.-MC!I 6 1936 Lra o :d

: term o: the variance for tne P"r'rr_l CI Two
16, 1960, Therenpon, .z Zoard,
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LaonaThb v, EOPROOUC -3: NG, :5!
Cite wraxe N1 300081

rls NI M R - "
AL xll.rm: Ity e serrn of e virinnes o LT Ve - R H 1.0 : HAY : LI
- . - . A : : e o oot ovever, at L e it the action of the Boord ca

ai.'U“l -\n- o n:},-..‘.
ez groand inoview of its apparently broad powers under subdivisica

(¢} oi =eztion 7 which provides: e
“(e) Permit, for a stated term of years, buildings and uses
not in comormxty with the requirements of this article and nct
Giierwise specifically provided for in this section”™.
CL Thomas v. Board of Standards and Appeuls, 200 NUY, 109, 43 N.E

Since the remand lo the Beard i3 required in any evers, we Comx Go . .. . 2323; Pecple ex rel. Smith v. Walih, 240 1LY, GO6, 148 N.E. 724,

turb the order insofar as it directed the giving of notice ior zav forher [2} The direciion of Sgecial Term remarnding the proceeding, kow-

hearing. As a practical matter the giving of such noiice is now 23 hiz erer, s that t=2 Yoend suenl its grounds for granting an exiension,

moot. rormenlarly one of five years” durztion, is coirect. Thus, whatever ac-
Section 7 of the Zoning Resclution of the City of New Tork -

e
+".m e Erard may take, its determination will be more 1radily revievw-
udt.S'
V7. Use Ditrict Ergen: 'mz; The Doard oi S‘..’:z_-:";-

Lt = wrin rcu.-.crce io armtrar.nm: cr reasorablerness. In so ¢ ectiny
F s
e cases, after public medier and - - 2 DV reason of 1ts prior €0t

e Poard 1s free 1o conailer the motter de nova wittout Loi-
and Apneals .:.“z',. M Approps rmieaiion.
hearing, and s:Lject to appropriae conditions ard safe Jres, “nslorder should be atfirmed, without costs,

£ B

determine and vary the application of the uue disicict reqla- -

tions herein estzblishied in harmuny with their general prposs -,

and intent as follows: _
- = - * » > » - »* »

(1] We hold the absence of particular notice of hesring 25 to the- -
extension of the use variance _Vas not a jurisdictional _cm R
Ottingor v. Arena! Rca't}' Co., 257 N.Y. 371, 178 N X ¢£3. Heaeres,”
notice & the petitioners wou!d have bce-: eminently dasircbice in e S

- . e

cumstances of this case. -

PP VY e

T

rvt-ulbw‘.w_wv e .

PRIt

5'! concur.

=1 order so appcalcd from, in all things, unanimously afirmed,
wiiicot Tosts, S
" . Crier filed.

(¢) Permit the extension cf zn exist] rg or pm.n{t. faink

ing into a more restiicted diatrict urder such coee;

will safeguard the chnracter of the more restricted disttas -
mir, where preniises are devored to a non-coniom: inZ ouEnoa
new bullding or struciure or the extension of an exiniing baid-
m" or use 1ito 1 Lore restrictzd district or into a disnag re-
stricted against the proposed uie under such card,:u:;rb as wil
safeguaid the character of the district™

TR ML T W e g g

B ALY
Cim ¢f Wiliam X LONSTEEIL, Pespendeat, v, SETLIND PRODTCTS,
INC. azd Glens Yalls Iné-mnity Comyaay, Appellants, Domicick . DeRoxa
azd Great American Izdemnity Co., Jespozd:nts, Workmen's Compezma
Sirm Ecard, Lespoadent, .
Scpreme Court, Appelate Dicizion, Thud Department,
Jane 9, 1829,

Scime of us believe that the Doard had no power 10 granI ¢ enm-
sion vncer subdivision (¢). Thcse of us who so believe soree with thr

mterpreation placed upon the section by the petitioners thrz o i
(c; cuthonizes the Doard 1o permit the extension of lawici .n,‘;f_--v o

conformaing uses “into” more restricted districts with die regor, 1o tas

sencral purpnse of the Zoning Resolution, and dows net eoponer e
Doard under subdivision (¢) to authorize changes in the rie of ':‘::::'s

AERIE Y :wopnlv..-‘..‘.u.-—; [T

Yorhmen's cempensation procecding,  From a lecision of the
Voirkmen's Compensation Loand, the ex ;‘o\cr and fn-urance casrier
reted, Tre Q""rrmc Court. Apneliaie Division, Deld that substan:iz!

Grpothat Jally of emiploves was atetuninlc
o sustain the nnding of Jisabi Ity between March

.n.l) “nr":”-“& }..;.,;...‘) o the

framt o I'":.]Luhu.mn..' tee o annthicr within e snre S

is ihe relief sought in the instant application. See Reed T Bozrs of
S.*"{‘ﬂfd: and Anpenls, 233 NYU 126, 1743 NE. 300 Im shzs mee 2w
p"m“o.. Was mm!» under shdivision (¢) to permita part ¢f z P R, o
ieatre o be buslt i oo restdence sinice.

wien the theatre was o be erected was in Lv: I‘“~> ;. s oand the

~ ... T ;"‘rr'

0 Lirae o dc'--‘..\o
- Ry - .-
(7105 suas o ju

-

The greater 2

e stight was eog 2 peniit o osooall
peniatiog $-l074

. . % :'—E € leate sunrnrted feding Oat disabi
f2e, O inches on 71t Street, Lo >

RSN

eh!
-t ~ep T -:- + PSS
o Do the residenee aistaodt, 1o \\1., 25 ..LL LCS PSSR

e :\.rru!-.-nt ol o avsin the fion

* et et e oMY 4 o T o L i 1 i

-
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e
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FR. Z. .,.Lu.. II Y 3.‘
wering Cormiosi
Laltinch‘; Loun

Towscn, r’.frp..“‘i

Dear Mr, Dilernas

Ioa wmre ru.."m“;-.ly Tigarsted to

Lo raginu-
wiell ey

G walad 1€
23, 1%Ll

day of loveloer 576, by

Cownty, in e sublect Casa fur a atmc

¢f Laltircre County
j bffice building
212¢CL RE:

d ¢’ tim
- = =« of :.".c i.us,m,.. orn o L.a 2

Lo County

activities, 1. e., indecr ter:ds Larmn or tarms,

You dscund in o affinm

county; no i
Liw loard of 4Aj;eals,

Ycu are info~.d Liat

test boring 1 i
ur.til t.e

we sutemit t.1s Iegusst

Yeu h'ill', we LIuSE Ly, im
Lreher noy ;ruc
h’iu}uht &N nn‘ ".uuc.,'LJ‘i"

mrative (rier, dited
TN U0Le ar;(ii uns taen Ly ..m iecyl
viduil §rotest

2 Wereols Tho o

ceed wjtls rnb‘g.auadt..t 8 with .J.t.«...

cu. S purchaze contract vxisting at e iine
3. H * - -

Ca W deani's  pior 403 avoe dorwity the ires,«ctive Luvers, fer

Yw reancn of ;:..:w...it.,, ‘ .

woohliin a sewer

*‘or i externsicn,
wlialely grant tidn ext ‘elsiln 50

tersination Gats ret 4o ttwrod to e

WTaTicwn dubts wlen a Sevear Lermit {8 certa'n,

Yaspectiully yours,

- T
SROCLI LAND LIASING CUREUIATION

Vel deiale? .

PEITLL O satisfuctiory
) e Gon Ai Ltion stlll exlsts
Cwi ;.""uiJ:l Wi U Trtirsco .rr&.;t.*«er.t. ilant,

L&Y our
asledg rartdes

-~

Case Lo, 76-260-X

a formal extensivn for
iva yeorr, woa teliove,
2 i rd
icard of Mpreils for Lulti-ore
ture devited W recreaticnal

Avgust b, 1676, in this Case.
sa's Counsel for taitireore
A8 arjearing at tia hearing lefore

Accerddngly,

by \‘\ \M

- 4 \ul

- zmgon (30 N
L7, 222 NE2d 109, supra) is misplacec.

~< . N.Y. 215 :

It is to be noted that PERE has he'd
oy that Ccermination of class size is not
mrotaise, It bas not been held that the
cct of class size on the teachers is not

‘pevaralble  As stated in PERB's majority

oxaxxa: “Nevertheless, impact is a matter
fow pezotiativne. Thus, it is not the thry
cif r3 dertsion that ar CTPIaYer i3 not re-

caumd o negutiate o1 subjects which aia

WL T EASTERAN RIPOATE

|
-
IR

,-—_“

'-'V‘\“J

EREITEL, C. J, and JASEN, Jo\.-,:_j_\- e
WACHTLER and '-'-A:\ILEL RABIN, y7 2= “n
COﬂCll[‘. - - ey

STEVINS, J.,ltaking ne par:-:"‘ o

Judgment atiirmed, with costs. o

.

Iect the aliccation of resources because sal-

23¢3 cdrarly have such an cifect: rather,
The tirost of this decision * » & g that
t2uc nolicy derisions as 9 the implementr..
TI= of a4 —:ssion of an wrrncy of poverr-
XX are nol mancatory suhjects of nogce
tarwes® PERB's rationals cou'd, we bew
beve, be crystaliized with this examples
T'rg dession whether, say, sections of the

soeniy grade should contuin 23, 23 or 32
PoAUs i1 2 pulicy decision and not negotias
Lie; whereas whether the teachers 13000
siée {or the sectious are to roceive varying
oxalleriticn and benelits drpending 04
the mitrmate size of eazh section as so de-
lermined is mandatorily reguiiable as a
coacinon of the employment,

TLe  assotation's sticag  rellance on
Bcard of Edue, v. Asscisted Teachers of
Y24 172, 371 NY.S2

There, enlike the present case, the problem
areas cleardy involved terms ard conditions
of erploviment  The diipute centered
alo whether the employer was Limited wn.
Cer ihe Fucation Law as to the terms anl
Coiniluns of employ.ient it could L RGH N
awe, or whether the T;n.-’or Law made the
eploress power urnqualified se that -

cucld dreely negutiate such tevms and con-
Trnes withont regard to exnreas autharity
e lemthe Tiegatan Law, The nuestinn I
e Insant case is lees coniplen, being
whetten, in the firor 1stance, the problem
ATTA TINONVES A term or conition of eie
Fovmemt ot 2ill We asree that PERE ar-
Toztaied @ ration Lt s for it defermina-
L0ia R omploser’s Fovor an that it haa
Li¢ ocacr 1o make this Setermimation,

JauIment apnealed  fraty is af

35 NYO 2
Fn the Matter of NEW YORIK LIFE INSL®.

ANCE COMPANY, Hespondent-Angeilast, ~ <5

v. T

. ._-_.—.r,
—y

Thomas F, CALVIN ot aly Canstituting i3e o
Board of Standards and Appeals of tag TITT

City of New York, Appaltanls-Respendents, '}::_.‘

and

Shaldo- H, SCLOW, doing businmms as Sele el

vislt Realty Company, Intervesor- e
Responden!-}\ppar#a (1% ’

Court of Appeals of New York
Jely 11, 1574,

- ~
Article 78 proceedirg to aneul grazt o
of 5:’“‘1&! permit by zcning beuly ar.._! a3 _..1_4"

extension of time to complete consiructicn. .. > = e
he Supreme Court, Trial Term \.*_...r i
York County, Harry B. Frank, 1. -;
firmed the deiermirations and Ao w‘“ -7
the petitions, and retitaner appn!td '0'1“—""'-
Judgment and from an intermediaze aréer. “ :
The Supreme Cour, Appeilate Dn-s-o“- P
inter alia, reversed ang vacated, 41 AD2s -
B 3bo NVS2E 822 and erows aiess
were tahen. The Court of Apoeals, Ca-
briel'y, ], held :har kot of S S i
f0F & secund Soioosut theutre in Cl G,
alter first theatre Ll Leen agnros -3 wd
Nt Vit te siter ofF & jeit of zoni- F I F T

tion nd did not con stitute an abuse o Cibe
Cretuns, andd thqg r. !—m.n' t Te 10 Jhtie
Plete oo nArLcton k.;\_l not cor-m vl 11
db! e ot ._..f-- re:.;_

Moditied wnd afiinimad,

Stevens, ], tuah 1o pact

-n.aJ.n.d.‘J-

¥ OB S et SN S e M e S -

Ty el

L s

t. Zoalag G337

Grant of spe
N))-seat theatre in |
atre had bLeen apprJ
ter or spirit of :or{
not constitute an ablF
2 Zoalag ¢354 l

Suificiert ewi !
that community wr}
constraction of ¢ 3
C) distrive, after o
seat theaire had bceE

1 Zaniag C438, 42

There 1s no rcg
cation o extend tir
tion be treated asi
which public “““'E

datory.

4. Zoclag 56
Acuon of Boa

peals of City of ‘:

Ere to,complete ; i
did not constitute

Robert A. Kirti €.
Arthur Xramer ag »
New York City, ;

Adrian P, s ’: .
Yark Ciy [\’urrp
Buchabavin, New Y
ior Brard of Star %
City of New ‘lo;;

-

David V. Pccfji
Thomas A, Gunl.-".;
tervenor-reapunde: ¥
i

.{;.
i
GALRIFLLL, Jde
!

These zre crn =
UI the An-cligte .-

ENLYLSS 8 'ﬁ’
Tﬂ'"’l jedrment .;-i:'
hiuer ol the [’.o‘r:.‘
reals of Wix G %
which (1) gract u."
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NEW YO ELIFE maUP.ANCB COMPANY v.GALVId N.T. 779
- T Cilon-:ﬂ.’-"}”‘d—s

v

1. Zoalng =387 ot .
- Grant of special permit for‘secoﬁ'd

S0)-seat theatre in Cl zone, after first the- -
. Eranted a special nse prrmxt ior the con-

atre had been approved, did not violate Jet-
ter or spirit of zoning resolution and did
Dot cmsmute an abuse of discretion. -

,'.l L.._"-’v..‘-u"v‘. .

2 Zsning c='645

"

corstroction of second 300-scat theatre in
Cl district, after construction of first 500-
seat theatre had been approved.

{1 Zeming 6434, 435 - .

There is no requirement that an appli-
anoa to extend time to complele construe-
ton be treated as a new apolication for
whwh public notice and a hearing are man-

(& Zoaing =356

Action of Board of Standards and '\ﬂ-
peals of City of New York, in extending *
tme to.complete consiruction of theatre,
¢d not constitute an abuse of discretion,

R — e e *

" Robert A. K.irtl:;nd, Mendes Hershman,

Adrian P, Burke, Corp. Couasel, New
York City (Morris Einhorn and Stanley
" Bochsbaum, New York City, of counsel),
Sor Board of Siand-rds and Appeals of the
Gy of New York, appeilant-respondent, . .

Darid W, Peck, Irvine D. Flinn :md
Toomas A Grant, New York City, for in-
Terremar-respond-ont-annel’ant, .

GABRIELLI, Judge.

These are cross appeals from an order

the Appellate Division, 41 A.D.2d 83,
=D N.Y.S.2d 822, which modified a Special
=rm judgment conflirming a determina-
n ¢l the Board of Standards and Ap-

i the (:19 Tof \.c'v \;orL (donrl

‘| '-n A |
oy

dent (Solow) an extzosion of time w Tthin

" which_to_substantialy compiete "z: . con- |

stcuction of a XXeeat Uwarre and (2) also -

struction of 2 secood SFleest roeatre

The Appellate Division wdificazon con- -
~ sisted of annulling the determinasior which

authorized the comtroction of e sevond

_ Safficient " evidence existed l‘o‘-showf theatre. The extension of thoe grared to .-~

trar community would derive value from .

Solow related to the comirnction of a 45~
stocy apartment buikiinz, to cotam resie.
dential quarters and busicess  esadNish-
ments, including a2 F¥hscxt ticzire ia the
basement of the b=ic-rg Perswres, the
owner of substanual parcels in the mmedis
ate vicinity of the subjert property, resists
the grant of permission o comstonct any
theatre.

The plot under review s sinmied og the
west side of Serond Averue bewern East

" €6th and East &th Sees in New York

City with a frontags of 100 feet on the
niorth side of Fast €545 Sceet a=t 39 feet
on the south sile of Fzat &1h Serect: and

the poern froniing c-'~t::t:r"d :\.l‘t"" =33 Ia-

. 320 ": X ;
.. Artkor Kramer and Ruth Schooomaker, . section ? of the Zomipg Resolzion.

New York City, for respondent-appellant, '

This section provides thar: "ja Cl Dis-
tricts, the Board may permit thezzers with
a capiucity of pax mure 3 S0 persoms,

cand may prescrice aporuaiite aunditions

and safeguards to rmivdimize 2dverse cifects
on the characicr of nearyy residenal
areas” Section 7311 of the Zorny Reso-_
+ lution_provides 't such specs: _pc-r-r;;s_

-—

may he pranted by the Pocrd wiese the
Board shall find 11-” "wrr;i_'-?f:'—._v:\_.“ons
a..d_ s.'_uegu.xrv_; Il U )
disadvantages to N LUTImINIY &l arge
through the 1 lo-cﬂ"'—'x- of wch pero2zothe
;{rncul.nr sie are ou'he"v“cd oy e ad-

On April 29, 195, Soww azciied =9 the
Brard for a special perm’s 1o T-ag” :
theaters™ cach with a cagesziv i 58 sezis.

At this time the plins provided for z ns

th‘m'@"‘_rzv“'" l:;rﬂl‘\l“

- T a e

P RPN

X0 N.T.

Iy axrea wiiin the building of approxi-
carely 250 soquare feet. In the fall of
349, Sciow vevised hia rchest to ¢ncom-
s woe 3X-scal theatre, and on December
15, 2953, the Board granted a special per-
Imz oa the condition that there be no wait-

izr Enes aa silewalls and on the further

cox=ius that substantial construction be
coarmed wilhin one year. Because of de-

. by crosed by difficulty in arcanging sat-

¥farory resoval ef forts regarding tenants
T L exsstrg buiiding, the Doard pranted
St il December 16, 1971 10 complele

SITATTOI I

O Ja==cy 26, 1971, Solow applied to
tor 2oerd Zoc a second 300-scat theatre on
s zcoperty. The architectural plans were
sered lmoem the oniginal 196% application
30 7w wonWie for a depressed plaza wait-
Ty zrea of approximately 3,200 square
fe=z.  Following hearings commending in
Narch 157), 2d after inspecting the props
=i, Thr Zoard, by resolution dated May 4,

1571, grzz=rd Bim 2 special permit for the

On December 7, 1971,
7= yeasons Solow requested a fur-
L.-. e s exiension c0m ) Ltf‘ m_:b-

Szt consTvcio on, Twhich was  subse-
Croly oreoied
—

AT the erax of this appeal is the exact
st of the physical structure to be
erezzd, The majority at the Appellate Di.
wrsaoao Sestribed it as . “single room served
Ty Two al)cining e rances and divided
<omm 18 sioroximate center by a parti.

2t O ezamizaticn of the record does

e rigoos this view,  Solow sought to
et & <5siory commercial and residential
i der <ty the e-tive widrh of Sccond
BErem o2 Tzooeenm Tasr B850 Streer amd East
Soest which was designed to contain
serariis W-ceat movie theatres in the

7é ezl of the building. The pro-
se27Tg areas of the theatres were to

sued 2 opoosite ends of the bLlnck

Vi e chmnletely self-enntained
FELIIALD LTy, .

315 NORTH EASTEAN REPJRTER, 2d SERIES

with their inner wais being 93 feet ‘le" :
Actes; Lo the .ieatres was by un cntrnnq-_--—‘-.,
at street level, which opened to a depressed * e
plaza (3213 square feet in irea and § fer.f -
below ground level), and which contain ned. By
separated avenues of ingress and egrm._ .-
via a stairway and escalator to the u-dund.-«--~
ual theatres. A single ticket booth snua:ed--—
in the plaza was designed to serve bolh:,;“: :
theatres, Each theatre had its own rexr
S
rooms and smaller lobbies at the foot oi =

the stairs leading to the seating areas, | -

L Ty

In resolving these issues we are rcquirc:‘
10 construe the resulutions without giving .
the words a strained meaning, -0 as to 35
fectuate the purposes scught to be accom-.
plished by the enactments {see Matter of - =
Wastchester County S. P, C. A. v. Mcngel, imai
200 N.Y. 121, 126, 54 N.E2d 329, .LD)-.., -
The s.atutorily stated intent inherent in the -5
estabilishment of CI districts is to maintain =
local retail shops catering to the day-today
necds of nearby residents.  Additionally, <7
the obvious intendment of section 73-20 of
the Zoning Resalution, permitting movie __:
theatres on certain conditions, was to limit & -
the irconvenience and obstruction to ad- ©
joining property owners and their invitees. -
In approvinz the grant of the special pers-.

5 the Board required that the scheduling '-'.

of pcrformances in the theatres Le stag-.
geved; and it was further stipulated t'mt ~-
there would be at Jeast a 30-nuinute diff :r- . -“
ential between showtimes in the rcspccu\e -s

P

ytd
PR

e e e s gt ) B et Y G 0 i B 5 i it e .5 i v A 4 A B 18

theatres with different movies being 5hown
at each theatre,  Conscyuently, it seems
highly unlikely that there ever would be™ °
1LIND persons waiting at a single time
Mareover, the prooi showed that the wut-
doar depressed area would accommodate as
miny as LM waiting patronst Thoa de-
prossed plaza would Le shielded from the
street and neighbaring properties by trees
and shrubs and was to be covered by aa
overhead ¢anopy* In addition to this oif-
Slreet entry arrangement there would slso -

!
S Y

[ N PIL A S,
LA A P

a0 N

l(i“

2N i‘ - !';'
) Co!
e e el

Poren vowrenaginmnduleig e s

2. Tu faot the Daarnd resolution granting the

specint pennit gtipulatsd that there le b

waiting tines on the gsidewalk [rontms the
remises.

LI
v o

. Fteroore,

NEW YORK LITE INSURANCE COMPANY v. GALVIN

Cltsasll3 XN
« wcarate exits from each of the thratres
oTm s e strects

[13 O=r resolution of this case is aided
b a cxaparison with a comparable situa-
tia: mhere the theatres might be erected Ly
spazae dividuals on contiguous ots,
o2 with a single ticket booth,  [a fact,
we Fud the situation under review prefera.
bue 258 moce consonant with the purposes
soczsl o be accomplishied by the zoning
or=mancrs.  The stazzering of showtimes
21 the separate exits onto parallel strects
a7t huxnrees oot normaily availabls to resi-
Jeews Zyimr oin a neivhborhood where there
it tan tinilly oserzrated bur coutiruous
Searres, We also take note of the prrsua-
sre arzzmwent advanced by the Poard that
e Locirg Recwiwtion (§ 73-20) "Jows not
prualer granting a special periot {ur more
i3 one SMi-ceat thader on single zoning
3. There is no reason to distinguish two
theaters au a large single zoning lot from
tso eyiers on separate, adjoining lots.”
*the construciion given stal-
7>s a~l regulations by the agency respon-
wtie for their administration, if not ira-
tneul or onreasonable, should be upheld
Lomtirs]™ danter of lHoward v, Wy
Taz, s NYID 43, 438, 322 NOYLS.2d 613,
65 Z1 N E2L 523 529; see alwg, Natop-
al Lador Helations Board v, Hearst Pub.,
322 US. 111, 131, 6% S.Ce, 831, 88 L.Ed.
T Roehester Tel, Corp. v, United
Suwres, 37 ULSL 1, 146, 57 S.Cu 754, 53

LE2 1I57).  Accordingly, we hald that

the gra=t of a special permit for an addi-

bocal 1hearce did not violate the lotier or
spirit of the Zoring Resolution and did not
csiese an abuse of discretion,

LTTYE tRat 1) there wis nod
Honzstun evidence tu show that the come
oy oweald depive advantaoes frg— the

o Sattte and (2) that the extoniion
. e exlunwun,

2B pennd et fop an addinal yeas
a0y maaiad In considering he first of

e ciives sve ree? only determme whethe

was subataniial evidenve in sup-
the Poards doterminaiion In
s

=7 60, of Course, ve may not subshiiute

N.Y. 131
" E24 773

our juldgment for that of the fcard a=d
we are required only to determine whetker
theie has been illegality, arbitrirress, or
an abuse of discretion (Maner of Lesir
Really Corp. v, Larkin, 11 N.V.24 23, 24,
226 N.Y.S.zd 374, 376, 181 N.E2d4 40,
i03; People ex rel. Ferddam }f;~_r Rei
Church v. Wulh, 241 N.Y, 230, 133'NE
575 Matter of Reed v. Board of Sui& L3
Apprals, 253 NJY. 125, 174 NE 3M).
Fincing that the advantiges to the commm-
nity would eoffset any ossible incimven-
wence to the neizhborhomd, tie Soard, ait-r
viewing the premises and  sioroening
arca, and aiter numercus Iﬂez.....s oTer
nearly three years, exgrussiv o= zluls!
that there was a need 10 e f!..h..':cd V¥ the
theatres, that the theatres wer f eniuaance
projerty values in the 1rea, ood that ther
will benefit the commeriial uses alore Soer-
ond Avenue anJ the econuany of the ¢iry as
a whale. In light of thewe exnress Godings
amzly supported Ly the record, we fird 1o
arbitrariness in the Board's deterz'nation
of advantage, and likewise nu ilkcgality s
its Jecision.

[3,4] Lastly we fird ro atmse o'__if_:_

cretion or Lleganty n ke Loaros azns
in e xtcnmn'r rcxpnndcnt 3 uma 1o ok

a5 2 new up,)!.r.h:on fnr -m

l-ct .1"‘(' a hearing .-..'c T

e, mubn we hoid rhat Ga seca aa Lpniiia-
tion, the proceeding need not Le trested de
noco (cf, Ottinge. v, Asenz! Rexl'v Co.,
237 N.Y. 371, 178 KR &3; Mane of
New York Lite Ins. Co. v, Murdess & AL
D101, 186 NY.S.2d 778), we mena oz
peritioner was af:ufdu. an cpperuni
AL Appear aned i fal ns nalr

Reard, Section 7370 0f the Lon

lution provides that o sreze’ 2o
orlinarily fapse vpen the cagarazion of =2
yeir but there is othiersise To mrelimen
12 the prant of extensicns prior 10 17t cam
piration of are ver . The rec
supports the Doo-d's exercise of s

-

it thic regard armd n Lo s

hearings petitioner’s Soonwmd zons- iz )
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T2 ONLY.

2w delay in construction was not jn any
way the result of respandent’s ineptness,
it was caused by the inevitable delayz in
eviciing former tenants

Accordingly, the order of the Appeilite
Eivisim tould be modified by reversing
sG Faxa of the order of the Appellite Di-
wnion which annulled the Roard's determi-
Balioq permitting a second Sink-seat theatre,

&, as 30 modified, it shou'd be affirmed.

SRIITEL, C J, ard  JASEN,
JONES, WACHTLER and SAMUEL
PaorN, v

_,.tw el

.

STEVENS, J., tuiing na pare.

Order munlified, withuut costs, in accord-
azxe with the opinion hercin, and, as so
modiiyed, affirmed.

3 ONY.
Carmine COLESTE, Plaiatiff,
v. '

FHUDENRTIAL-GRACE LINES, 1LC, D
tamdant aad Third-Parly Plain.
thf-Anrailant,

AMERICAN STEVEDORES, INC., THirds
Party Detandant-Respondent.

Court of Appeuls of New York,
Jaly 11, 1074,

Choreman brooaglt acuon

The shipoatier i turn
(""'"‘"F“ a third-pasty actian against in-
»IeTeeend oL ut ostevedure., The Su-
rrme Court, Special Term, New York
Conar, Harrr B Frank, J., granted mo-
T ¥ strvers e vy (v ,s the thirnd.panty
€. T Inblll, aT¢ ine N'.-pn:rv Court, Appel-
: w21 ALY 602 343

apprel was taen uy
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permission.  The Court of Appels, G,_;- S
brielis, J., held that action by 3h:[mwn¢c.'-:':':‘__
against stevedare was one for indemnity i E a
which liability did not fasten until Jm';;“' o
ment in main action was entered ard paid’s :‘-‘_,.‘
and that under the ci: cumstances, whe-r—-—:'
iabiiity in main action breught by injuret: :
langshoreman against shipowier had moe "o
¥~t Leen fixed, third-party action by s‘up..._.......-
owner aganst stevedure was not barcad hr"i"‘-."_"l"
New York statute of Limitativns retating m— = = ~
contracts, aad that once judgrment had ‘xnn. B
entered and paid in main action, the torh--:-s—
tinued viabiiity of the cause of action for ; ~

N

indemuity would rot he conclusively gov. R
erned by the New York six-year sratute of =~- -
limitations, but rather by Feleral Iach T

Order reversed, third-party Lonpan
reinstatzd,

1. Admiralty C21.2'1)

A maritime action instituted in state ..
court is governed by federal maricime prin~ -
. W, ol
ciples, T

2 Admiralty C=1.20(1)

A

mcuon in ict.cral and state courts ovcr'-"w-

putes. 23 U.S.CA. $ 1333

3 Incemaity =314, 13,5

A maritime cause of uction for indems -
nity dons net aer we until a judgment has
been entered and paid.

4. Shippiag CGo84(6)

v - " i tess
VOLETE S0p saier was sued by x-'_-'--

-
T

Wl gakareman, thiri-purty actian by <hip=
aaner agaanst stevedore was pne Jor if‘-

deminty in which Lalility did aot jasien
until judgndat agaties shijsnyner was C“‘._
tezed and paid, and wnder these circumes
stances, where liakility in the ;n'-u'-'?"t; ac-
tios: Lrowzsht by injured Joasshorersan Bad
pot yet Lesn fixed, thiclpasty action WY
slevedore was ot

shipowner  against

- "
- RO "‘"‘w — .

-~ v...-q_.,‘.._._
— —_........._.._ "
ST s eyl .
s R

l.‘ ‘-.'A.L.._‘m-au- ﬂ-mg‘

" - -_t‘“‘l\-tn_(A

BAECOCK v. POR™ WASIINGTON LITTLE LZAGTD piry )

Ciemas 1o N Y 3.2 )59 ¢

e muival mistake or fraud alleszd in this action as the b2.ls for refes-

szation of the lease and urged as a ground for the tomporary inoesion
'i“ e very question now before the court has thus Leen pre<enied =o e
S .mmpnl Court for determination. The Mun: ieipal Cour kas jlﬂ'l--ﬂ(-

ten i the summary proceedings to entertain on the ments arud 7, B
vian an equitable defense, see, Dlbert Bros. v. Foremar, Sin LN '\'

...‘._'.

2 633; DeVita v, Tianisani, 127 AMisc, 611, 271 N.Y.S. 453; W-la,

Inc.. v. William Shapire, Inc, S p.App.T, 18 NUY.S2d 263, and il e

raaintff s able 1o estalilinh mntual tistahe or Lrand, it is WA eAry 10

moke :':c jurisdiction of this co- i,

sezn, e urable orounds entitl ng him to retain possezion 1o 3 4o Epoiey

ot be eifectively interposed as a defense in the local court™, Nemmza v
Sraninosa R::LL}' Col‘: » Sup, 119 N.Y.S.2d 833, S38. 1 zctere to s

¢, 50 therefore, the motion is denled. The stay ccatained i the coder

0 show cause’is vacated.

Submit order oa notice,

A Wlliaa BATCOCT, Tan Dines azd Antsn F, ¥72ltr, Plaie “En v 2LzT
WASHINGTON LITTLY LEAGUE B, Inc. aad Lletrennliay

cacd & Gravel Corporatica, Dcfend:a"

Supre"m Court Specu.l‘ Ter'n Nassau County, Pa:t I.

v J‘JI’ 7 ]55\)-

Act.on was brougit to cn,om defend mts froma =iz cmin
er ses as a Little League basebal! field in a manpes 1w Sieh &d net com-
© with certain conditions and regulaticns laid down Ly Seesl ol Zom-
g a::d Appeals of town, and they moved for an injuncica pc::é e bt
Teilzaining violation of the corditions. The Specitl Tearm, Hoe-
Leld 1!~at where Loard mankec a pcrrm for use of realry_in_ ak
s O Gstrivt fora Lasebal] God s U0 10 feniiin srn T
- atens, and the Linle Lea: e found conditinns Hipaied s
- Duitempred medificatisn of the conditions was ra- Luired e Ion-

siens of the Town L'Lw rc(run inz that rehear; ing b- ":.i, od
2i¢tion order of the Doard, on recommendation oi cme of itz —e—n
who had conferced with & representative of the Lige [.t::r‘- o

ton: '{lc ‘d Uie maacter ex parte, and nad made th

Jucgment

f:-._lb 3, T EE VL

in sccordance with opinion.

I have, heretofore, L ccca- “n to
ar that “it may saiely be stated tha: it is the gererad rule vt the so-
Freme court should not restrain a pending summary proceeis SZextriin
z 1252 wiere the circumstances indicate that the respondzn: (: oy s
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1. Municipal Corporations €=592(1) ,.,;.w

Provision in town zoning ordinance requiring that when a condi-. 114 NEW YORLI SUPPLEMENT, 24 SERLES

:""
ZovNinG

tional use of realty is sought, owners and occupants of lands within 5 2&‘}~._‘ :

foot radius must be notified of application by registered mail, could r-nc-
abridge, modify, or limit requirements of public notice contained in L!-
Town Law., Town Law, § 267, subd. 5.

. f'q] ¥

i‘ ..-.—nﬂ’ W

—nzon of the fact that the property lay in a “Residenze C District,
preliminarily te the Board of Zoning and Appxals of the Town
Norid IIemnc.u ad for a special pe it to use these freilittea A pubie
as held, as proseribed by See. 267 of the Town Law, at witich

—¢ 2.1 objectant, Lad the opportunity to be heard. On Apnil 20, 1933,

que:ticn of their iy
by a precoile l retivn of 200 feet, Vo such
>

hts and rerests are ot to Le determined aibitrarily
intent shiould be impeted to

t.e Town Zoard i adopting the ordinance in guestion

The Court has viewed the premises and agices with the defendants:

HUDZON LIVEn vanpr (\./.. ORA TILY N
L..e: 1N b"i:l.allxc“ T AmmoTseH 13

The motion is dispused of Ly permitting defendants to operate the
premizes under the condizions imposed by the order of April 20th, which

AND Laxp Une CONTROLS

54
2y be keld by the lezislative body and nct by some other
a: __-—;:\._ 5uc1 as a p_l.mmng commission_3? However, some staty;

=23 2uthonize a legislative body to disp -

o

ense with a hearing if one ha.s

-
-)... L

Aw.‘. —--_-,—‘

ite Doard of Zoning an_JAqua.s\aLtmv under the original Jnruhc:mn
c:--,.e,rrcd upon it by the zoning ordfzﬁhce,-grantcd such permut, wiih
»in conditions and safeguards as to the type of use, the bhous of use,
ats, the type of structures to be crcf*c'l, and the

a_‘:--f'y o¢zn held by a planning commission ard if there is no objec
ton, r=gquast for public kearing or otk sr protest.ss .

ic}—Need for a Secornd Hearing, Subs

2 Injunction =114(2) .
. Provision of town zoning ordinance requiring that when a condx--.,.-:—
tional use of realty is sought, owners and occupants of lands within ;_Tf
-.. 200. foot radius must bz notified of the application by registered mail3 S0
did not prevent owners of realty located more than 200 feet from prc'n-‘ R

e
e azes of 1 of the participa
oo of traific control. ,

The time to review this decizion appears to h:nc c_‘f‘plICd without a.lon

¥ any prOPerty owners, indicatiny that the conditions imposed bad met
e -
wi-h their approval.  However, after a period of operation uncer these
b

i T Ao e R
PRI . Pt ‘h-r

eguent 1o a hcari::g on

.
rTLFTs
mll,g.n:ar:r ]
e,
————

lscs used as a Little League baseball field from rn‘.mtammg action to cn-a S Peininbl

join the use of the basclall field in 4 manner contrary to conditions and= 750 .

_ regulations laid down by Bourd of Zoning and Appeals of town, Town T
Law, §3 267, subd. 3, 263, <ubd, 2. :

Mich App 115, 170 Nw24 3T (1949
Cities requires that legisiative body,
Imp ring regulations, it recerve inal
by uch commission; a separste pudlie
Zisiative body before amendment),
Seachug, 106 NH 334, 212 A24, 204 (1965) {=0 50
did ot satafy 5; LRUULIMY requirements for her:zr;nlg

.*'_.»-' ARG
a1 I S S e e b | E [T T T .y

1 g
R i e Y T "o,

give rize to any real annoyance.

3. Monicinal Corporations ¢2621.63

Where Board of Zoning und Appeals of town granted a permit for'- -
use of realty in a *residence C” district for a Little League baseball feld -
subject to certain conditions and regulations, and the Little League fournd ™
conditions unsatisfactory, any attempted modification of conditions was . . o
required to follow provisions of the Town Law requiring that rehearmyg -
be held, and therefore modification order of the Board, o, ccomr-:cnda--. 0
tion of one of its members, who had conferred with a representative of - :
the Little League, had considered matter ex parte, and had made revie-- ;:‘:-"-;_. LB
sions, was mr:ﬁectwc and void. Town Law, § 267, subd. 6.  .e—- - '

elnn

T'r"'“_ g

1y

VIULHCC

.- . . .. . 1 8 - it -
t=2: the use comrlatued of does not cause any real camage to, nor inter weuid entai] the com cletion of san;j- :ary facilities by th
iere in any way with the enjoyment of plaintiffs” properties. The ex:: r wall, X ¥ the addition of anoth-
ar100 :md a ¢oor opening easterly”. They m ay apply immed;
czek’s land and constderably further distant from those of the oiker giral order thcy deemn neces
piaintifis. It is effeclively screened by trees and shrubs, and lies ap-; - » o _ ”“:y . . : 5 I e,
praximately 30 fect below tie levels of Salem Lane and Birch Streets.. - - - . ‘ Cod . . p g
e Boroa Ol Ca v. Southﬁc!d, 13
years on weelday evenings and Saturdays, engaged in organized play- e O
unsausfaciery, and vpca . , : . - -
.-ovisions, +he Little Leacne found them to be : oo o coder zu.h::lt supervision, on»prw_a.tciy D““ef] property donated.to them. TERNT OF XA commassion ,,,,”hﬂmng
. - by a pubiic spirited corporation, 1s not calculated to create a nuisance or. FEETIE T P neld before e e
e T mecing of 1ae :
s D ;,mn_mtr.:d_“,.‘lLZO 1953 was_adented_2r a_m e
) : 27,1955 : HUDEG?I SIVID YARDS ¢orpovp . LTS —
I jssued on June 2 . . . i _— . L : ORATION, Plaipsia . 2o ¥ Nanning board
iie ared is one of well-k:pt Lomes and youny families. The Court, I Vermea €. TILLOTLON, et AL, Defendanns v. ETr embiive ady),
- . 12 JP
.1 1t calinuance 01 "u adle bh-:u-:- ) . AT Ex3@iser: Many of the d,
— m the fiel: iL and authorized the cont y ; siresss. A of us are keenl aware of the current problems of juvenile I 1 ’ Jtd in som I
: - € junslictions ta a
2 stive aid in solving- . | cas 13, 1555 ==z, Exym zoning [‘.&nn
hemsel "rxeved by the alleged fmlure of the sinquency. Listle Lca-"‘ue bascball is a most « L:—‘L c]dl " * ' . ' g o are autborizad to hold pub ic hearings on 2ppiications for af
Plaintiffs, feeling themselves agé.‘ eved oy 1b :h original of treme It 1s regrettable that we do not have more “Little Leagues™ to- Mortzagee Erought action to foreclose a second mortza nea Rexible zoning devices. varianees, specia) yee
3, S =ly with the concitigns imposed by the der, . or
Jeiendants to comply with
. . S s, . - S ST cooidic s beanngs Sor 1l '
itions i he order of April 20 Lie in other sports. The men and women who s0 umscifishly give of their, - 57 - ceavered under duress. The Special Term, CO)’nc J. held d M2 Proes G tsC.:unf)’ !; ﬂ;uf“::!{"uo Im:s } Teunae Arundel County,
M N 5 - - " H 5 - " ey .y H¥H D }
premizes strictly to the conditions lrnpo::,ed b_y the or dc :'P - tirme and effort shiould be encouraged and ccmmended.  From time to exzilished that mort toage was g1'~cn for a good and IE‘ bl 1t e "*\-‘—'TLmh.‘_m, Porttasd, Gre - amd t:j:-![x:. Od STuc;:.n, Arizona; Scattle,
- - M - I * * = T
A temporary stay efiecting this is contained in the ordes m-_;:ow. time it may well be some of us suifer slight m,pum,y annoyance of in-: ticn and without duress, valuable considera- € SecFihman, od. Hrusing
~immed by a Justice of this Court a2 Ui Growey, 2372353 {Sadinger Pub. Co, 1273).

weme end of the field 1s 220 {cet east of the rear line of plaintF _Bab-, :. "+ in the m
anner provided by luw, for whatevcr modifications of the
The use of these severa! acres by youngsters between the ages of 8 and 12
y =] :—._m ({ m-“ns ora: nance
i rees st, an ".in*eﬂdn‘ent of Corditions 25 Impu-:l T the Zogs
, -
i ] ’ dow et Towie v,
113 of play, provided ior yotes al the © nd : :
T'n.; amendment extended the hours of play, provide : durirz it inspection, observed many dhildren plaving on the lawns and Saprr_me Couse ! Tems, .
: t, Special Tena estchester Congt . ties Of a local legiglative )
had b dled, ualy, Part IL < 7Lzmng comimsuon are delega, s by, board of 27 ~eals
t.~ \\Iukh --I)Par( lt.y 10 een ir.:n. I L . . C"“
I i 3 se inter . 1 o= o2ad smag S
tv th k to Lmit ite vse of the aure for those boys and girls who cannot particizate or whose interests TOMZaZors set up afirmative defenses that mortgres ol "ed and 4 7 d parest rezoming Among the com aunities in which a hanng
Eave insti his acti hercoy they seek 10 & = ; 3 executed and
Fave instituted this action whercly
-,ijfa....-rLJw Rf-‘,r-c he A
. ke Amerizan Bar A ‘8’0 Advi
ant compared with the proper guildance, sory Comm. on Housing

ccovaiience. That 1s unimport
Ve Judgment graniad for no.trao,_,c and mortzay

Leonard Weintraub, Port \Vashington for plaintifis..
Horowitz, Parker & Horowitz, Port Washington, for dcfu:dants.
Hcmy W. Parker, Port W'ashmgkon of counsel. -

HOGAN Justice.”

Plaintiffs, property o mers in Port “’ashlrﬂton in the Town of \orth
Hempstead, have brought an action to enjoin the defendants from usings ..7:3
certain premises as a Litil: League baseball field in a manner which does~ -

west was made to the procer

In these times,

Tkis compluint allezes that written req

arnd traininy of cur most inipoitant asset—our youth,

Cramisaed,

§ar's counterclaims

not comply with certain conditions and regulations laid down by the

incal avthorities of tiie Town to prevent the untawiul use of the prenises,
that ten days have elapsed since such request, that no action bis bam
taken, and that the plaintifis thereupon have bcfomc.cr.:powcrtd by
Cec. 258, subd. 2, of the Town Law, to maintain this 2caen

Defendant Little League contends that the plaintis’ complaints 2re
eniounded or trivial, and furiher, that they may not be heurd to mmplaz_n
<ince they are more than 200 feet from the premises in guesion T:a.s
last objr:étior; is based upon Sec. 1741 of the Zoning Orndmunce, wiich

wex tRe phsical and moral guidance and development of our youth is
RPN o BB _,r recognized as the obligation of every community, it is difficult:
1o understand how a property owner can object to the conditions wluch..
were found Ly the C!,-t.r‘ to sxist hiere. o . .

r
Lo esl
-

e olmn u.n t}m },\ aad of Zr miny and Appeals hns at*c ptcj a s!:urt-cut

o
Lich does Lut have the sunction of law. Any attempt at modifation of”
c'crdu' o‘ Anril Z0th must :ollaw Ale provisions of €z¢, 2

L Mo

231rmative deiense thot mOrtgaze was executed :
Crres
rzine

azes C205(6), S5{0)

¢
In 2ction to forecloss second mortgage, wheraln mortzagors set up

and delivered Lndcr
evidence established that IOTigaZe was g vea for a_good znd
& consideration and without duress, - £ “

£
1

|
- -
="

2 Mﬂﬁ.ﬁu"ﬂ =353

Toent 6f $4,007 Hn acca wt of rmo- t-

247, subd. 6,

T o
8 Toas 4 Dl O | qu-lsl"Lt.iLl.n
soem el iome Ic-ubmrg he heanng, whioh vy

XCE, By gmenally rding Gnal ayrhar)
Iemrmr oz

T 30 2edcerion ard cone

Tl hrr;marcr)r.‘.gtsﬁ.

.‘t’“"\! Cf‘ﬂd.;g[ed sccordin
¢
Ty Srrowmed o (he i‘c:mn,_\ e1ainner and agp 8 19 provedural

proved by the Jocal tegislarive hody.
provesding {See note 48 Supra ] Wirkig 3
MClly varics from five to fa

A rxommendation to the levtslative
1¥ L0 Brint or denv the application. The
uces find:ngs of fict based on the record
the avtual revem: Jendition rop approval of gemal
luw'—-s and reasons fo- the Crenion, Jaid

2 %y Swore Commyni: y Co

e e T TegGuired 1o sUbmit a wriite

SRITRT'S recomptendation incl
e 2t the pubii keariag,

uncil v, City of'lau.um.n. 18 Wash App 324, 583

Praraay
T N0 e held that due [MOCesy cony. deration
TS heaing be he'd b

Jie the vy councl, which a

%

+

W s .‘W'PWM TS BT T Sy

.
1

VWlhiere monrarasimade ap s

oi e Towa Law, vidd requices “that a re-heas ing w2 heh 1d_before an 523¢ indebtedaess, witl.out Pruiest o

or-f'ﬂ-nal 0.,:,.,- fncis ,-rm oT d -n-'r*'i'nuon shall be rr*odmcd and that SULh ~ution and deliy ALY G morigage,
,".-_l'.}—:- ~z Le “upcn_notize given as upon an ori; f'...;l hf:'l.rm" It : ap— by merizzgors uar! more
[1.2] Such provision may be intended to suyy; AEITIET LG Glael s Lt s that the boaru ugon the recommendation of ore of its members

. —uc T \l:i - - : o > o
’ Ip tic notice contzined in Sec, 267, suz¥ I 2i <he Town w6 B3 conferred with a representative of the defendant, considered the LYo
T ITumenii o puam Dlic . B T . .
: / p= nogI- maiier ex pariz and made the complained of revisions, No one was given miriagors.
-2 ridge, riodify or limit such siiiziioy encc ol ;

w, It cannot, hm\ ever, :lb i Y -

iany kicd, severy) wonths after ex-
5 nd ne cizim of Curess Was ever mode
than seventcen months of &)

L Xecution o
--,.r‘g"cc and as an afirmagive delense in morty f

sequires that when a conditional use is sought, the owners 3 "d_grr":-;_"

Board of Zoniny and Appeals of the Town of North Hempstead by its
i lcmm “uhm a ZKA) foot r.a.d:u; mus t_bc_ notified of the a azplicaticn

order dated April 20, 195X, They now move for an injunction pendent
lite, restruining the continued violation of these regulations until a trial
of the issues can be had. :

e e

i _A;er-n that 3 rejueted rezcung le anprovcd in hight of (he 3
— "wmth:‘z.,l thers be a h=snng before 13¢e Reanng examiner. The coust
S L . 0 long as ihe uinmate detis on FESpecting a zonng ch, mge

Ry i
A nut ilepal 1o delszate (o hearing examiner 1&

° 1 aze foreclosure action, | =
L...u. EYLRVH L.u.c:: i Uui,. La uc‘u-..cd o H.'l‘r’t bccn \'Hll\fu Ly - 1 “u‘mg oy o e
S 5 TETI £ ArT Py Sigp Ann § 9

' 62 04 (Ch

. - ~En TS
r
The praperty in questicn has been leased to defendant, Port Wi 5.1-
ington Little League, Inc., by defendant Metropolitan Sand and Grav
Corporaunn, and has been graded and laid out with four smali basc“a.‘l o
h of which has a chain link backstop. " It was necessa T i-—-___,__.__ =
diamonds, eac P 3531%s ‘ *2 Tesiize by publication in the oitcial newspaper of &

WIS R . ety 5 ape

i ' sha rmepzrunity T poe n.
i pr:raons ‘who may become ag”.‘.e-ed are munilsd : -=2 ~-zoziunily to be heard in opposition
7 Under the circuinstancas, the Court has no alternztive but to hold that

1 i any wav, nay et S Canniiny ©9T(, ¢
tbe medifzations contained in the order of June 13th are ineffective and

e Town, 208 £ S A cuntract obiy e . 1

.

PRI, Iy

:nd COuI.. Jn-d
veid
C'::::.-.c:s 27C0{2)

+
-

Aciaimoof Curews o ast, to be availal of,

L g .

be Asierred
L ;‘rompn or
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50-55 LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE § 50.03{2]
a proposed zoning enactment, substantial.changes in the propesal
ruay require a new notice followed by a second Lez2ring oan the
matter.** Minor changes in the proposed rcgulanon:. howF\cr. do not
requirc a new hearing>® but a new notice and hearing wiil be neces-

34 Sce, e g, Incorp. Vill. v. LE.B. Assoc., _Im:.. 21 Misc2d 249, 130 NYS23 77,
80-81 (1959), where the court stated in pertinent part th u: -
' “{1]t is true that in some instances, after a public hearing kas beca beid ona .

proposed ordinance and therealter certain changes are made, 3 f::nh; P.-.mx:

hearing must be held to consider such changes befare the otdmanc: = mﬂy

adopted. However, the changss made must be subsgnm] _mﬁ;n\isd?;—
zuished from those which are minor and mcor}scqucnml Mazzai ) ’_“ >
v. Nolan, 233 App.Div. 248, 251 IN.Y.S. 533, afﬁrmcd 259 N.Y_‘:?i I:;b:md
195). Here, the record is silent as to the nature of the chz::g.-ﬁ mx‘a: bt ¢ board
znd the court cannut speculate thereon. Consa.:qucmlz. it Crechoa caandct
considerad as aflfecting the validity of the ordinance.

See aiso: s =23
Maryland: von Lusch v. Bd. of County Comm'rs of Queza Aane’s -mr. %
Md 343, 302 A2d 4 (1973) (onginal a-n:ndmcn.t prOp_mcd by. platarsz commrssaon,
as advertised, stated that every airport and landing stoip 5ho§1f<1 be Ge=oed 3 notzone
forming use and should not be extenided except as a condinonal s a3 and M‘I.. z=d
by the zoning board of appeals; amendment as adopted by con:n:y mnm.z:::
provided that every cuisting airport should be deemed 2 uxx.:nr.u?xl:- » i
reference to the board of appeals; such a change was 3 sulsiaatal chaoze
provisions requiring anothier notice and a new hearing).
Texax Midway Protecrive League v. City of l.)al'la:-. 5.2 S'-VZdvITD (T:lbeﬁv ArD
1577) (deviation of an ordinance from the doscriptions of the notcr xod ibe drscxte

PR I L T T T TR SRS TR Ay, | R

Wy
S bt

§ 50.032)

ZONING AND Lanp Usk Coninors 50-56
sarvawherse wonpesin the proposal are of such impogiance or materi-
LT s 10 dmonat oo clinge in ity fumdiunental clhiaencter b
Lorm Noviow v Salt Lake City Canp, 17 Uiah 2y 300, 410 P18 764 (1966) (nonice
«f reng erdinance was 4 T Cient although rectassifization granted was from resi-
<2=2al ciraiication 1o liruted business classification, while notice stated proposed
=g 2= from residential classificatior 10 Jess restrictive commercial classifica-
oy

*% 5= S Bedc’s Episcopal Church v. City of Santa Fe, 85 NM 109, 509 P2d 876
15733 Wirre notice was given ofan amendment 1o re lassily an entire tract of land,

e e St ot the plan was amended to reclassify less than the entire tract did not
", T=C==v 2 mew porce The court stated in pertinent part (509 P2d at 873) that:

W2 2z1ex with Peutioner tat ‘the purpose of fequiring notice is 1o prowvide
e dppirTunaty 1o all intoresied persons 1o protest if desired.” However, proper
T 22 pven of the requesied change in zoning of the entire 3.659 acre tract
2x2 o the pebins hearng therson. The tz2oning ch~re ultimately effected varied
IS e Imuest only 10 the extent that a lesser amaunt of Iniervenors Jand was
F==ored Lan was oniginally requested, We fail to sre Sow this could be said to
5= 3 Zevaanon of such importance or materiality 23 to amount to a change in
focamental character. It stands to reason taat a Loning commission may effect
SO0 JxTees in 2 proposal without hawing to sgain go through the entire staty-
ux3 syoczdure of giving notice and conducting a public hearing. I it were not
2 e rounit =ould often be to eifret, in the interest of saviig Ume, efiuit and
etpee, woposed zoning changes not entirely davira ale; to keep zoning classilica-
Boms 2 dong after these classifications had seryec their purposes in particular
= or o debaw desirable zoning changes to the detriment of the publie as well
= 0 the woers of property which mizht be far barter utilized under another

“We bebeve the role governing the sufliciency of thie original notice or the need
=6 3%Erema) nevice when changes are made by a zoming commission in a rezon-
Rz o 3wl L follows:

D

L o e e 2 e oy 2
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RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
NW/S of Frederick Rd. » 149,15 Sw
of Monmouth Rd. - lst Election
District
David L. Rouen - P titioner
N7, 80-167-SPH (Item No. 86)

BEFORE THE

DEPUTY ZONING

COMMISSIONER

QF

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Subsequent to the advertisement, posting of property, and public hearingf’

i{ on the petition and it appearing that by reason of the Order of the Court of

Special Appeals of Maryland,No. 1625, Baltimore L.odge No. 7 of the Benevo-

éflent and Protective Order of Elks, et al v, People's Counsel for Baltimore

i

County, dated October 2, 1980, the extension of a special exception granted

M in Case No. 76-260-X is not valid. As such, any further petitions regarding

i
N
i

' the subject property to interpret racquetball as being synonymous with tennis, :

? . !
to amend the site plan approved in the aforementioned case to P7rmit racquet-|

F ball in lieu of tennis,and to reduce the square footage of the structure are not

viable.

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner of

|
?
2
f
i

Baltimore County, this 2 2# day of May, 1981, that the hercin Petition |

i

|
;:’IN THE MATTER OF BEFORE THE

H
i
f
i

DAVID L. ROUEN, Petitioner

ZONING COMMISSIONER

| PETITION FCR SPECIAL HL\RING FOR

ﬁN/W S{de of Frederick Road,
;1?9.13' S/W of Monmouth Read,
fFlrst Election District

it

i

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No, 87-167-SPH
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f MEMORANDUM IN SUPPCRT OF PETITION
| The property that is the subject of thig Petition lies on

%the northwest side of Frederick Road in the Catonsville area; it

-contains 4.05 acres of land, more or less, and is classifijied

‘D.R. 5.5.

A recent history of the subject Property up until the

subject hearing is in order.

Prior to the adoption of the Comprehensive Zoning Map of

October 7, 1976, the subject property was classified B.L. As a

;
 result of a Petition for a Special Exception for a ccimmunity build:

:

-ing, swimming pool, to civie, |
e '

or other structural land yse devoted

'social, recreational,

1
i
]

and educational activities (tennis bam and

 Outdoor courts), the Zoning Commissioner granted same on August 4,§

itsi 3 e =izl
sions at the stalutory hearing is permitsible unies the changs becl ae 50 subste:
that the proposal can be said (0 be 3 new one).

43 See, e g : . i

Maryland: Storch v. Zoning Bd. of Huwn_rd Counry, 267 Md‘5§£M;
{1572) (where plunning board, at notized heanng on prc.zpmcf! zv:m.-_g ; ‘--::::
recommended lesa resirictive aliermative which was ulx1m:§y auc;ﬂ:czf by the a::
ing board, no sccond hearing to consider the recommencsd maiicibom

required by due proccss). ) . )
Pennsplvania: Graack v. Bd. of Supcrvisor's o:f l._f)wcr .‘Jmmh; Tv;;: .‘GP:
Crmahh 112, 330 A2d 578 (1973} (while an msagmuc:_nt am-f--:-x:an 2
proposed zoning ordinance aster adv:niscrm:nf and public hc:umg—cb:s Ol reunr
a readvertisement and public hearing, the case is c!cm:ly olbervr:c;l l!r"m::zx.imiu
is substantial in relation to the legisiation as a whoic the court .o-:n.. t.,.;l o .f
present case, examination of the record showed that the chanzos made 2l The pubixs

ef the pomirg Toimamie

T 37 1ks changz 5 so fundamental that it is no longer within reach of the
. 200c= o bearing. it will be necessary 1o publish a new notice, * * * If, however,
e c=rge 13 not substaniial, a second hearing will be unnecessary. The
FTOCRa was concisely summarized by a Florida court in the fullowing lan-
F=7% TAs 3 zeneral rule the notice must apprise the public of the suzuested
e, =s, and the roning smendment must confom substantially to the pro-
Foe0 Lamgza. Some deviation, however, may be immateriat where the vari-
e ' a fiberahzation of the proposed amendment rather than an enlarged
TEITEE O ihe property involved. P 0 Y A changze may, of course, be ‘substan-
=i =here a0 amendment makes a greater of mre sigaificant change than
i3I Tropested ™t

11976, subject to certain restrictions.

i
P
‘ for Special Hearing be and the same is hereby DENIED

- P

' _1. was taken from the Order of the Zoning C

| -
L (:l Y
Q@u »/,,,/r,/V i !,‘:County, by Order of November 23, 197s,
yeputy Zoning Cﬂnmibéioner of ' !
Baltimore County

A timely appeal in the case

ommissioner by People's

Counsel for Baltimore County and the Board of Appeals for Baltimore

‘ i
affirmed the Zoning Commisg- |
i

3510ner’s decision and granted the Special Exception subject to cer-—

222

htain restrictions. On October 7, 1976,
- « the principle governing the su feienvy of the griginal notice !

1D ==2eaie thanges made in proposals iy stated as fallows:
TCTizauaetestrasty adequacy of natice) is whether the notice as published

T TR YT RS T R N AT

“ in its adoption of the
5Comprehensive Zoning Map,

‘T“"‘ .

PR T

s . e
mesing were clearly de minimis in iclation 10 the whe's
Tegli . _ Voo e e e tis
and readvettising under this circumsiance would resull in @ wsaitow treioe 25
skould not be encouraged).

ithe subject property D,R. 5.5.

H

;
!
the Baltimore County Council classified !
|
i
;

R RECEIVED FOR FILING

DATE 27/

[
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i AsS a result of 3 written request to the Zoning Commissioner

ORDE

gfor Baltimwore County, an extension order was executed by him on
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allowed or, alternatively, may have such question the discretion of the Zoniny Authority to grant an extensio&

determined in conjunction with any appeal from the
grant or refusal of the application for a Special
Exception. After a final order granting a Special
kException, the Zoning Commissioncr, (emplasis added) for the construction of the theatre was granted by the same said
at any point prior to the expiration of the period
of time authorized fecr its utilization, may grant
one or more extensions of such period, provided
that a maximum tine for utilization of the Special
Exception is not thereby extended for a period of
more than five years from the date of the final
order franting same."

?The Zoning Authcrity there, the Board, granted the special permit nally,

three (3) years beginning November 23, 1978 and ending November 23,

on December 16, 1969 for a 500-seat theatre. An extension of time

- of tirme without benefit of lic noti : inT i ;
1981 The property is now within the confines of the extension putlic notice and/or heariny is valid.

In the casz now before the Commissioner,

. that which was extended
‘order,

soard, without benefit of hearing or notice, to December 16, 1971.'

.was no different thar
The present owner, David L. Rouen, purchased the property : l

| that which was granted initially.
3 . o ‘A second request was made by the same property owner to add a
e n i

‘ f The second request of the Petition f 5 j i i
from Rescom Land Leasing Corporation on April 12, 19579. ¢ °F Tpecial fearing is

:second 500-seat theatre; said request having been granted on May 4,

' “for the Zoning Commissioner to approve t i i
wishes to develop the property in substantial compliance with the | . R ar

*1971. The combination of both theatres was again extended for a _Racquetball is Synonymous and the same Tennji
Special Exception that was originally, and subsequently, granted | : 4 o

As can pe seen from the above-stated facts, said extension We should look

P

| : _period of time on December 7, 1971, all without benefit of public
‘was requested and granted before the expiration of tue initial two! ;
i

notice and hearing.

. ' n Lat the Special Exce tion that w i
by the Board of Appeals, There are some substitutive changes wthh ' P as granted and which

. , s
1s contained in

In this case, the Court, upon appeal, said "we the D.R. Zone under Section 1b0l.1l.c6:

ﬁyears of tre granting of the Board of Appeals. It was so extended

.find ne abuse of discretion or illegality in the Eoard's action in

1{
he wishes to make, as follows: }
1. The change of the sport from tennis t» racguetball; ;

” . L] : s L

Community buildings, Swimming pools, commercial beaches,
gold course, country.clubs, or other similar civic, social, .
fecreational, (emphasis added) or educational uses,..,”

fby the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County pursuant to

extending the respondent's time to complete construction or, in
2. A reduction of the square footege of the structure.

fSection 572.3 and said maximum five vears from the date of the

fact, in granting an application for an extension. It is not

. . . ; It can been seen that i
The issue before the Commissioner at this time is set forth; granting by the Board of Appeals has not yet expired. e ot oot i vnes, e

‘required that such an application be treated as a new application ‘easily be interpreted to be that of recr

;

basic provision u

in the Petition for Special Hearing, asking the Commissioner to 5 |

cati
The Petitioner is cognizant of the Order of the Honorable ational uses,

§ ﬁ ' for which public notice and a hearing are mandatory.*
+John E. Raine, Jr., Judge of the Circuit Court for Baltimore, in

it

éthe case of Hessian v. DiNenna, Equity Case No. 95842. It should

This is thé

In this case, nder whi iqi : .
capprove the validity of the extension of February 9, 1978 of the 1eh the original Special Exception was

.the Court noted that there was not a substantial change in that ‘granted by both tke 3¢

- » = b i - -
Special Exception under Case No. 76-260-X. The Petitioner wishes "ing Comalssioner ana £he Board of hppeals

| which was originally granted by the Board and, therefore, not and, needless to say, even a
;to address this for the moment,

3 . . - L linited k 3 i -
be noted to the Commissioner at this point in time that said deci- < nowledge of either game (which

necessitating notice or a hearing,. the attorney for the Petitioner enso
- | - ys),
Is the extension, granted by the Zoning Commissioner on

?sion is upon appeal to the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland. indicates that both are

f the Petitioner it is In the case of New York Life Insurance Co. v. Murdock, 186
In the opinion o he Petition .

February 9, 1978, valid?
|

Needless to say, a discussion of existing law on the point

jN.Y. Supp. 2d, p. 778, the Zoning Board granted a variance on March

No public notice or public hearing was held concerning the extensiaon ishould be conducted a* this point in time.

‘court, a wall and the size of racquet.

ﬁﬁ, 1956, for said use to be constructed within two years. On
Though a thorough search has been made, it does not appear X

4 : ?October 23, 1957, the property owner requested an extension of two
,that there are any decisions in the Scate of Maryland on this point.

H

iHowever, from a review of several cases emanatiny from the State of
; !

: - . : ] A 3 . y
of the Special Exception, and it is the contention of the Petltlongr | It is the Peticioner's

”opinion that there would be no adv
| | erse
that none was necessary or required. When the extension was e

ffect upon the community

years. The Board, without public notice, extended the term of the

| . . | jand/or area in any change from
granted, there was no proposed substitutive changes in that which , ; Y g rom

tennis or racguetball.
ivariance. In that case, the Court held, "We kold the absance of

iparticular notice of hearing as to the extension of the use variance

s The third request is for th y i
was granted by the County Board of Appeals on November 23, 1976, New York, it is obvious that an extension granted by the Zoning q —

' f

EAuthority can be made, without notice or public hearing. The
|

amendment to §

ithe Special Exception that w
Section 502.3, in part, states: |

a5 originally granted, to allow racqueé—

)

?essence of the right to extend a period of time without notice or

é 'was not a jurisdictional defect." Again, the facts of this case ?
l ¥

fbear out that there was no substantial change in that which was

" ial Exception which has not been utilized within
aAngigd of twopyears from the date of the fina} ordgr
granting same, or such longer Period not exceeding five
years, as may have been specified ?hereln, shal} there-
after be void. The Zoning Commissioner (emp@a51s adde@]
or, on arpeal, the County Board of Agpeals, in connection
with the grant of any Special Exception, shal% fix within
the aforegoing iimits the period of time for its ut%ll?a-
tion. Any party to the proceedings may, Or so §peglfy1ng,
appeal from either the order of the Zoning Commissioner
or of the County Roard cf Appeals as thg case may be,
solely on the reasonableness of the period of time

uball in lieu of tennis. Factually, there is little difference

between the two Sports and I believe this has been amply discussed

?public hearing must be borne from the facts specific to the case aﬁ
lj .

; ‘hereinabove.
‘hand. So long as there has been no substantial change in the

;extended as originally requested.

These several cases vividly point out that it is a discre- The fourth request of the

I3 . ‘j tl .- i
‘character cof use that was originally granted, no notice of public Fetifioner is to allow the

;Petitioner the right to amengd the Plan

g % ;tionary act on the part of the Zoning Authority to extend that upon
Fhearing is necessary. Ia ths case of New York Life Insurance Co. v. g :

J r -;'
'Gavin, 35 N.Y. 28 52, the property owner requasted a speclal permit

for the Special Exception

?which a time limit has been placed. So long as there has been no ‘that was originally granted and to allow a reduction in sjuzre

; ) i substantial change in the facts which supperted the granting origi- footage af the structure,
{(similar to our Special Exception) for a theatre in New York City.

-2 - -4 -

- 3 -




It has been a policy of the Zoning Commissioner s Office to

require a hearing in order to amend that which was originally 8., Krie DiNenne, Esquire

ecs Jpellnan, Larsca & Aovsce,, Ine,
N ! - Galte 208, Alsx, Drowa Bullding -

] | suite 110, Jaderssa Lulldicg
granted as a Special Exception if there are any substantial changes _ Towson, Jaryland 23204

1405 West Cheoapeaks Avenue
. : = . Towson, Misryland il2
in the character of that which was granted. In the instant case, & . hn ¥ 1 “.

FETITION POA
SPECIAL HEAMNG

s L . ‘ ‘ - ) | | B e Office of COLUM BIA
the Petitioner will, in fact, be reducting the square footage of . ~ BALTIMORE COUNTY QFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING . " ocs 5

: 2 i . ' ' L .
the structure. - T o :

. ) . N . Fr:dofr?::o':ond‘ 149 !:“h: PUbI’sh,n
The reduction of the square footage of the _ _ _ ffmytffzce Building %Fj%nna;:w The Columbra Fher Buidmg 10750 Littie Pt .
. . | ‘B ' : - Chesapeake Avenue “TRUBLIC HEARING. noom 108, 10750 Littie Patuxent Pkwy. ) e Patuxent Parkway
struction will create less of an impact upon the area than that whi b ' ' Toweon, Maryland 21204 BN Courty Omice Bulding; 111 W

Chesapesks Avenue, Towsow, Columbea, MD 21044
Warytand,

. . - 1 Zom Commisgioner of
Your Petition has been received and accepted for filing this h e

- & Banmore Cmnmhym:
. o . ' Noverbez . 1979, Baenors County, v a8 P
sioner indicates a better layout of the subject property than that - ' ' "

Columb:a. tAaryiand 21044
was originally granted, The Plan now submitted before the Commis-

bogiinsie : Baltimore County
. X Patnion for Special Heaing un-
Plan under which the Special Exception was originally granted. . | '

der Gection 3007 of the Zoming | Office of Zoning
farguistions of Batmora County to
Geterming whethar of /ol Whe Zon-

Courts Bldg. LT
) ma Commmponer and/ar Deputy Towson, Md. 21204 anc.lce no. O ;-‘_,. { #
. . Zoring Commussoner shouid ag- . lease ret Sy Wh v tian
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THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement of
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Respectful{%y submitted, g Petitioner David L, Roucn

Phones: Columbia 730-3620. Wash 5956-5140. Ball. 9
¢ L . °8 . 995-025
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. oy pyrronry
/W Z . Petitioner's Attorney 5. Erie DiNenna ;

Cate Feb. 14,1980
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Pursuant to the sdvertiseinent, pogting of preperty, and public hearing on the above peiition snd

i appearing that by reason of . . ccaacmraeccvmscemcmcmcmramcia e n e m—mm————— mm—————

] the above Rechssiﬁcnﬁon should be had; and it further appearing ihat by reu;on L S ————

AV e dndEesny o e cmiamemam——maae e ——— e cmeeereem e e eme e i cm e er e e n——— [
- emrmmmme——————

; : = - TS oS-

2 Specisl Exception 1or 8- o oot ee aeeme — ."I.shm.ﬂd be granted.

IT 1S ORDERED by the Zoning Commissiouer of Baltimore County this. ......
AaY Ofeoveueesemaeenancncy 197 —, that the herein described prop Ay of area should be and
the same is herehy reclaxsified; from 8. oo mmmm—————— 2008 {0 B...

wne, and/or a Special Exception for n__,.,_____;_-----;.-___;;; _______ ahould be and the same iz
granted, from and after the date of this order.

N

............................... P mr . -

. Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

rw

 Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of property and public heanrig on ‘he abd;e‘peutlnn

L - Maryland Department of Iiansportation ety U
A State Mighway Adinvuistreticn Co : ?:;T:gu':c Exare

April 14, 1976

Mr. S. Eric “LRenca : Re: Z.A.C, Meeting, April 6, 1976
Zoning Commissionar ITEM: 195, Prg;nrgy Ou-n::r:
County Office Bldg. Rescom land Leasing Corp,
Towson, kd. 21204 Locationt N/5 Frederick Rd,
Attention: Mr, P. Hogans (Route 144) 150 W Monmouth Rd.

Ewiseins Zoming: BL-CNS
Proposed Zoning: Speclal
Exception for community bldg.,
swimning pocl, or other land
devoted to civic, sucial,
recreaticnal and educational
activitias (termis barn and

| outdoor courts),
_ . Acres: 4,053
Dear Mr, DiNemna: . District: 1st

The propoied entrance must have & minimm width of 25'. A 30'
- width is recomnended. Thas sntrance saculd be located directly
] _ opposite Balford Avenua,

The frontage of the site must be imnroved with -4ditional
_ paving and curb and gutter. Tne roadeide curb is tu ve 24' from
] - and parallel to ths centerlina of the highway, The curb is to
return into the entrance on 20' radius return:,

St Miae e

A

##

. bl There 18 & 70° right of way proposed for Fredarick Road (35%'
200 1L APPEAFIR that BY FEABON Ol —--mvooormeeooms oo e RSttt - 4 from the centerline of highway) tg:r_ must be indicated, A lct(:o:-ld
e e e em e I x5 { corcrets curb must be constructed across the parking lot frontage, ,
T I = R ::"’g"‘: point between th;. proposed right of way line and the parke ;
---------------------- e, 3 ‘ ' ot. The plan must ravised in accordance with t '
e eeresmenaa e an . ] .4 wentioned above, . . ha items
---------------- e There 18 a stream fromting the si ]
] site that must be provided H
R meneceassceememmmmmammmeaacae e IR —evane. - i fﬁr-h‘gh- plan should indicate the stresm and how it is to be ;
- 4 zbove e-classification should WOT BE HAD, and/or the Specia’ LsCtoiem ahould NOT BE ' i : g
' oz f
GRANTED. Vory truly yours, {
{ Charles lee, Chief :,
‘ .
IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner of Raltimare County, this... ... .. vememodny 23::: ;E Eng}net:..ng :
[} ———mmean- , 197 __, that the sbove reclassification be and the same I8 hepeby q Eg A, J
DENIED and that the above described property or area be and the same is hereby continued ss and j CLiJEM:vrd By: John EL Meyers
to remain & . ccimecera—a- ————mmma———— xone; and/or the Spectal Exception for . ______. - }
...................................... _be und the same ks hereby DENIEDN. _j} ]
PO Box 717 ] 300 Wesl Preston Siresl, Baitimare, Merylang 21203 1
---------- e R e el - ¢
Zoning Commissioner of Ballimore County ¥
- o " p—
s
v—v; -
> ‘ h .
o .‘ el i “._; , ) ‘}
- : e ," s !
Mot idseniet T - i :: P -
battimaore county
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY department of heat
— TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
TOWSONM, MARYLAND - 21204
- DONALD J. HOOP_ M.D., M.PH.
Date; April 8, 15376 CoPUTY STATE AND COUNTY HEALTH OFFICER Juna 3. 1974
_ 4
Mr, S. Eric PiNenna
Zoning C~maissioner "
Baltimore County Office Building E
'I‘:wson, Maryland 21204 ] Mr. S. REric DiNenna, Zooing Commiselor r §
. i Offfice o1 Planniog and Zoning .
. Connty Dffics 2gildizg ) d
. 1 5] 4 &
Z.A.C. Meeting of: April &, 1976 _ Tovson, Maryland 21204 3
i Desr Mr. DiRenna: r 2
Re: Jtem 195 . i
Property Owner: Rescom land Leasing Corp. Comments on Ytem #195, Zoning Adviaory Committes
Location: N/S Frederick Rd. 150' W. Monmouth Rd. meeting, April 6, 1976, are as follows:
Present Zoning: BL-CNS . L
Fropused chiﬁg: Special Exception for community building, swimming Property Owner: Rescom Land leasing Corp.
pool, or other lend use devoted to civic, social Location: /S Frederick Rd. 150" W Monmouth Rd.
recreational and educational activities (tenmnis Existing Zoning: BL-CHNS
.arn and ourdoor courts.) ’ . Proposed Zoning: Special Exception for community _
3 building, swvimming prol, or other r
; land use devoted to cirvie, social, 1
. recreational, aod educstional ac~ i
F tivities (tecnis bars and outdosr -
! courta).
‘ *’1 Acres: 4.053  :
District: 1st s 1 Districe: 1st &
No. Acres: 4.05 - 3
° 3 Since this preoperty does not have metropolitsn sever 2
avsilahle at present, it must have approved percolation tests "
before fioal Departwent of Health approval. .
Dear Mr. DiNenna; 3 Metropolitan water is available.
Mo bearing on student population. - ] Very truly yours,
4 —_— . .
ST 71 K
Thémas H, Devlia, Director
Very truly yqurs, ] BUREAD OF ENVIRORMENTAL SERVICES L
é Z,é RJW:pb» . _ L
. w. Nick Petrovich,, 1
Yie/ml Field Representative.
k-
l‘" :.1 -
ALAIPH W, MocGUwaN. PassiLERY MANCUS M. HOYBANIS ROGLIN B, HAVOEIN - l;’_! 3
T EAYERD williawE. SR VICAPRIGIDTAT THomMAS M. BOYER . ALY:iX LORLCH 2 j
H e PGILRT L EERALY MRy, LORMAINE F. CHIACUD RICHARD W. TRACEY, B.va, g
FOWMUA W weEELER. SurERNTEROSNT L r; .
2N -

AT IFREY N MR md e -

I T ST A = T g R A A TR S eattak e " i L - £ et

LRI

LTS T T

batimore county
ofllce of plenning ond 2oning

TOWSTIN, MARYLAND 21204
301 4043211

WIitLiAM D FROMM .
* BIRECTOR April 20, 1976

Mr. 5. Erdc DiNenna, Zoning Commissioner
Zoning Advitory Committee

Office of Planning and Zoning

daitimore County Gifice Buiiding

Towson, Marylond 21204

Daar Mr. DiMenna:
1
Comments on ltem F155, Zaning Advisory Committes Meeting, April &, 1976, are os follows;

Property Owner: Rescom Lond Leosing Corp.

Laca*' sn: N/S Frederick Rood 150° W. Monmayth Rood

Existing Zoring: B.L.=-C.MN.S.

Proposed Zoning: Special Exception for community building, swimming pool, or other lond
use devoted to civic, siciol, recreational ond educatianol octivities (tennis born
and autdoor courts).

Acres; 4,053

Districr: st

This office has reviewsd the suhjsct petition ond offers the follow.ng comments, Thess comments
are not intended to indicate the oppropricteness of the zoning in question, but are to ossure that
all porties ore mode owary of ploms or proLlems with regerd to development plams that may have o
bearing on this petition,

A turn=ground must ba provided ot the end of Rollingbrook Way.
Scraening thou'd be provided alung the reor property line ond along Fraderick Rood.
AlY axterior lighting must Le 50 orranged os to reflect the light away from residential premises.

Thit site appecrs to be port of a larger troct of Jand; therefore, on overoll plan must be submitted
for the entire property ond compliance with the Subdivision Regulutions + “I be required.

/Very rruly yours, ',
Sk Kell
/ Jobn L, Wimbley

Plonnirg Specialist I}
Project ond Development Planning

i 15 s i

FE PRy §

Ty

August 4, 1976

Bichard C. Whitefard, Epquire
303 West Pennsyivanla Averns
Tewien, Ma.yland 11204

RE: Petitisa for Special Encepiion
N/S of Fraderick Road, 1250' X
of Hillside Resd =15t Clectiss
District
Resess Land Leasing Corporation «
Petitioner
NO, T6=2468-X (ltecn Neo. 193)

Dear Mr. Whiteford:

1 have this dais passed my Ordar iu the abeve roferenced matier.
Copy of sald Order is aitached.

. /.
8. ERIC DQ mf&"“\

Zouing Cammisgioner
£XD/scw

¢et Mre. Thulma hiurphy
4 Meonmouh Read
Raltimore, Maryland 21229

Johm W. Hasslan, L1, l:oqnln'\/
Pecple's Covaeel

Mr, F. T, Leammos, President
Resasm Land Lessing Cerperatise
10X9 &t. Pax! Btrost

Baltimore, Maryland 21202

TENET L~ - v e e v B Lty TSI Y AR A A

T U TN s

T

[P TV | gy I L P T

TR

PR (1 = gy

AL

i

I
i

-

'R

F

N

s

WG sraan ey

3

’

™

L

o o IR Ly
e
J

T vy
e

\

'W‘W‘

W"ﬂ"

s Rl b A bl flnte. e

bommore county
adepcatrrent of HOMC Sngneenng

TOWSON MARYLAND 274
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] STEPHMINL COLLINS

DELTOR

Brril 26, 1776

Mr, 8, Eric LiNernra

Zoning Commlezioner

County Cffice Bulldi-g
Towson, Maryland 2li4

; Fe: Item 195 - ZAC - April €, 197€
: Property wnef. Resce Land Leas:ing Corp.
é Lecation.. R/S Frederick Fd. 150" W. Mormouth Foad

Ex:ating Zoning: BL-CHS

Proposed Zoring: Speclal excepticn for commurity builzirg, swimrizsg
pool, or other lard yse devsted ro civic, sseial,
recreaticnal, & ecucatioral activities (terrnis lar
& outdoor courts).

hcres: 4.0%0)

Cistzact: lst

lear Mr, DiMNerrs:

ho traffic engineering problers are arnticipated by tre rejucsted
special exception for terniz barrs and outdocr tenri® caurts.

Very tIuly yoors,
- -
rs

-3 B

R . I

.. - -
Tl e ke # ,A_'r el N

Michael §. Fiarican
Traffic Frgirnesr Assilicte

MSF:nc
3
1
3
»
4
4
: e ey n ——y P T n:"‘”’;:ﬂ:,:’:f‘:::‘:’*f “; :..'— i :n::-\- B
G\/t LD
1 At ’
RE: PETITION FOR SPECLAL EXCEPTION : BIFCRE THE COUNTY BOARD
N/S of Frederick Rd., 125" E of
Hitlside Rd., fst District : OF APPEALS FCR BALTIMCRE COUNTY

ey

RESCOM LAND LEASING CORPORATION,
Peti ioner : Cose No, 76-260-X

e
H Teaz

STIPULATICN

Rescam Land Leosi g Corporntion, Petitioner~dpce'lee, sad the Peopie's
Counsel for Baitimore County, Appellant hersin, have entered into the following
! stipulotion:

1. That the Petitioner-Appellee will couse to be revised its site plan entitied,
*Piot to Accompeny o Petition for Zoning Special Exception, Catansville Rocquer Club, *
dated March 12, 1976, prepared by hurison Associates Inc., to reflect the elimination
E of the norotion thereon indicating the location ond maintenance of cutdoor tennis courts,

and the substitution in the orea formerly occupied by said outcoor courts of open .pace to

e ol

be appropriarely groded, seeded, planted, and mainminec & swch, ond as so amenaea,
seid plat shall be submitted for inclusion in the record in this case os, "Petitioner's Exhibit
1 No, 1.*

2. That the Petiioner~Appelloe swhmits the commenhs of the Zoning Advisory
Committee certrining 16 this coss os 0 matter of stotute, part of the recora herein, for and
93 it evidenhory proffer to the Boord that it ~roposal sotisfies the requirements of Section

302.1 of the Batrimore County Zoning Regulctions, pertoining to Special Exceptions, and

me People's Coursel For boltimore County ogrees that the criteria in said section set forth
is thun satisfied.

3. Thot the parties muhxally agree, ond jointly request, that there be incorpor=
ote within any order that might issue herein the requiremmnt that any utilization of the
Property here involved b9 ode ono meieafter mointoined in strict campliance with *he

outlines and nofetiom mode and conmined on Pefitione r's Exnibit Mo, 1

!
toebad o SALTLns

Kescom Land Leasing Corpoiatioe
8y Richa:d &, Whiretoro, Sr1woe,
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BALTIMORLE COUNTY, MARYLAND i 3 _ : L . ' : -
C e U : ‘ leem 125 : T~
- . INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE vy L N ] - v ::. :
- 5 N FILTAMGIE oy [ RN | C - I - n
y . B : RE: PETITICN FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION 2 ESFORE THE ZOHIND COMMISHIC! i3 GrsanE A ot
: ; fsxi C une 17, 1578 RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION : BEFORE THE ZONIMNG COMMISSICHER f ) N/5 of Fradorick Road. 12500 E of W= AR ¥ .
..2: Erig DilNenna, Zoning Commissioner Date___ T2 e mme e wees N side of Frederick Rd, 1250 feet £ of b Hillside Soed, Iot District ; OF BALTIMGEE CGUNTY . Mchard C. ¥nitefoerd, Reg, -
liom D. F o £ Pl - Hillside Rd., 15t District : OF BALTIMORE COUNTY F ! ' T MW, 'rm'}‘l"’"’ffzgrm“
Wiltom D, Fromm irector af Planani LN i i
FROM. . -22R 220 e " - RESCOM LAND LEASING CORP P RESCOM LAND LEASING CORPORATICHN, 7 Towses, Haryland
A > . - in : Ca "4 %
REVISED COMMENT - Petitinn f76-260-X. Petition for Special Exception for ‘ot ’ : Cose M, T4-260-X £ ) Petitioner 3 Coie Mo, 7¢-240-X . Your BPetiticn hag beon recsiovod ano s ‘ .
SURIECT. ol oo x Tl T .- - . o A Petiticners : 18 /NG, & e . . L
Comemunity Boilding, swimming poal, HE o Tk this 20k day of ey IETE.
or other structural or lond use devoled sitsrrs rz _ 11315 7 —— - :
1o givie, sarial, reeraotiongl and e Ty GRDER  FOR  APPEAL . .
educotion activities {tepnis barn & ORDE? TO ENTFR APPEARANCE L DE a3 .
Outdoor Courls) M. Femmissioner . -
[ L e ] : = N
Mr, Commlssioner: - :
' ) - Pursuant te the authority contained in Section 524, 1 of the Baltimore County % - Plecse ncte an Appeat from your decision in the above~entitled motter under "3 _
Petitioner: Rescom Lond Leazing Corporation i S Tt .
. a ¢ d : } . ' . aie . iF 1 : cote of August 4, 1976, to the County Board of Appeals and forword gl popers in i Fetiticner Resocs Land Laasirng -
. . } . .. Charter, 1 hersby snter my ipoearance in this procesding. You are requested to notify ] : Fetiticner o o o .
: . ¢ with to i for heuring. 3 titioner’s Attotney Richerd C, Wnitefard -......: .75 ‘ '
: me of ony hearing date or dates which may be now or hersofter designeted therefore, connectior therewith te wid Boord for hearing : Pevitisne k _Ric _
It District ' - o therawith 7 oo1 Narrisen Assocites, lrza. _ o
. . end of the pasage of any preliminary or final Ordar in connection therewith. _ ; 40 Sqteon Avenie A . =iy :
T _ pasag - R A P ot 5 Baltimore, Aarylaxt 21223 . v
: ‘ ‘ . i e . - — .- . A e N k: . :‘
Hearing:  Monday, June 21, 1976 (10:30 A.M,) e~ . dohn W, Hessiun, 11 __ .
. _ i . 7 SRS AT SR People's Counsel : 5
J : L Charles E. Koun*z, Jr. Johrt W, Hessian, 11 . ’ :'.;vﬂwt’&r‘%’ WERNRT LA U T LT ::i
. ot I . ® . -
This office is concerned with the potentiol effect on the cdjgcent residential Deputy People's Ceuneal Peopie's Cb'unse' o 2y o L . ‘ :
S - : _ County Office Building P P ) : ) ,
S : occupencies. The subject petition would appecr 1o be o similar case to thet Towson, Maryland 21204 SRR B —= ; v y ’
L ) - SHMIGr cose : 454~2188 . ST Charles E. Kountr, Jr. :
. . - . S . . Deputy People's Counsel BALTIMIE eyt TITE 27 Boisivime s sarm apy ey m
decided by the Court of Special Appeals on Zaning P, [HTH -28-X, . . . . Th oIS esloLT Bl va RNTODONT
4 pe Ppe g Pe ition Na, 74-28-X | HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Order was mailed this 17th day ?wm,- Ci:;cel 8:c;ld2tr;304 : ; . ..
: owson, Maryla % _ Couniy fffize deiliirs ‘
L of June, 1976 ta Richord C, Whiteford, Esquira, 305 West Pennsylwania Avenve, Towson, 494-2183 . . :' I ) ur?‘}i—‘:“ f_‘t‘:";‘:\:- -
IRy /4 ' 5 . T d o TLing
el ComERE S bl ar 'f" CALTITIN— Mcrylond 21204, Attomey for Petitioncrs. 7 I HEREBY CE RTIFY thet on this 30th doy of August, 1978, o copy of the - i Troer Pewye ro Tein tesien i ow oo . .
L ' " william . fro ; . - e -
‘ Director of Plor:?ng . , 1 foregcing Order wos mailed to Richord €. VA sford, Ewquire, 3035 W. Penncylwnia ' - e /______,1 15 - Filuivy vgm 30 o0 . RV - E
i —""--\\ " . ) i - ,, h . . \ e e —_— L = :
. :‘-1:)»“" . ‘?- , A‘-l__@_ % i : Avenue, Towson. Marylond 21204, Aeor *y for Peritioners. : g ) : - .z
EE Joha W, Hessian, 1t ; S :_ - L :
HE WDF:JGH :mr W o . —— ”
¥ .
_ - ¥ 4 iy : . : -~ F =
é - ;*; : John W, Hessian, 11 : % foning Commissicner :
g : @ o | ! 4 : . P :
% _ YETTION R SO % - } 4k i . Poetiticner /0, .. vno /7 i’ poSuETizted by o . L s ’:’:/ g p
b . — . ~% T : Ty Fetitioner's ivvermav S 2 rd /-f Y Ty et i L T
= TIMNG: PotRies for  visl Bu. 3 % A . . ‘—-—’*H'-h——w—’—,i-—-n-—‘ i A .. s
4 e PR AR .o ' s
‘s el s i Nee duvetad Y riv. " {\-‘ ? -T18 1§ noeoec R TR R I TR I S
P = i, swil, resrestiomai -;:_.ri + - E AR S 2 PO R - .
_‘ L - -
43 e, e e ;
2% fm 12D veol P of Sighie 3
4 SRR Al MDue e . ~
o 7 Dl easie, (3 W [ | OFF'CE OF G e e
=i Feaks Avenme, A BRI f508 7y I TimES | .
s} « s e e ORI TP e
_ Couuty. , Lncag- 3 . . o —-— -
‘3 : o Sy, u i pudlished in THE JEFFERSONIAN, 2 weekly newspaper printed :-..c::n“..:..:: 1) THE L l\ 1 ! - &
i - m’.'ﬂ“lm-.! S S W Mt BOCME e reste -
4 A Sperl Kacepiton foar ind published b» Tewson, Baltimore County, Md., oy tmyxamnix :_:-_—-'-'mu--- [ -— NEWSPAPERS . It wE . -
4 eae-n:!u.m:uuu ...r-!: .. n:‘ocf-\s:;.......m . _d : <
" 1 o rifgy A - A L
e @ . - -~ - TSNk : < e ; L
3 o i ey o--ORe- Line ks betaie the.__ gt .. LT Wl TOWSON, MD. 21204 June 3. 1978 e
ik ; A N | LIFET -y . -
g I‘h;'n 5&:“?‘: and tn ‘the dayof _______dwne - 1076, the gt publication — ....‘,::‘i:_"_:';,':* . ; ,:; CERTIFICATE oF POETING
= .'mm‘ TNy o Lhe . o I' o v Yoiuns N
H ‘w:ﬂaﬂ‘; the ok By s appearing on ioe.... .. 2rd._ _cay of .. dwes Zowre s ot Maperanacs . L - R | ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
;3 I !“” ot o 7 o Ry i e T Waiis ie U Cr ATIFY. that the 2annexed adiertisement of 39 T
x e W frst parcel ‘ . e SR i Furson. Moryiand
" :-%mmﬂ, 19__.7_5 ! "'"“":""'-—--: Petition for a Variance~~ Rescom Langd Leasing o
£ mon 1o Bewogm Lardt Leexing Cou ' = -.:..“‘:---':_m' ) : " . -G PR o m— .
5 - el retieeiuned  ang was irserted in the {oilowing: : pot
K Land l.w:'n‘. of Barlmery m:: f/’ —?p m": N ' , . R . !; H mhc-uuuma Dtslnd_u__'“,,_':_‘,.,_ e of F\M—“: .
m Livs QLB e g : - 4 g - S -~ 4 - . : - L et =R L.
’:‘:ﬁ*—m M&Mu:azﬂ ) msat el A, AL o E BALTIMOREf__v'?-‘L"SW' MARYLAND - Ka. fﬁ?‘;lz g, N T ;‘i"i:“:'?h“ : : Postes for -k
[m_‘:w;ﬁ- pretg=Nars . T M;m-géz_" ' OFFICE OF Fifi s 3 REVENUE L.VISION ) - -~ E‘ ' . ki w'-w-!n::-u:::s — evitle T T Towsnn Timas : - ._ . T e .
;m"m‘-‘—é e lr.- slax i MISCELLANEOUS CASH R?TCEiPT ; i . : -r-'.-m'. wﬁ::z:;:ut T Cawonevil C. mes : :\rhuuls Tlm:s ] Petitioner ... 0. 0 R i . . .
L [/ T . e -a alk 1 L . - -t e i I
I:l:u 200 DAc ot om e ek Cost of Advertisement, $______..__ ———— £ ! ' . W 3 S bt 1047 e E_] Dundals Times = Community Times T PRy ' e . I ;
_mws:mm.’m.& g’w,‘:‘_‘ . oate yay 5, 1976 accouwb i€ - c.-_,.m:-w“""',.:,_ = Essex Times i iy HUTY , oL - Location of property . -.¢ T e Lt
ent Al ; ’ B e :..::7:7‘;::7"..’;”"' T3 Suburban Times East = Suburban Times West o S ]
£oTfud Bnong She Lesd Recerde of et e e e T . - = W B e 7 9 15 VTN s 0 ol ’ ¥ TTTTTmmemssrmTonEese. R T T
=l lnhqmn-- LS OLR i A T 3'50-05 2 mu':-:u—:—“t:: L L - ‘- 1 F: »T Ty : ~ : .
&tm"mmm: ] ’ - Suprmen 3 runvam &0 o ook West C . Maryland ’ cout acation of Syms. .. e N A T e h
fimore Cesty” Worts D Geprees p ) : ‘ ] . - BT m thane e e week!y newspapers published 1n Balumore, County, Mary . - : T
foel; thar-u ..,":"é;':,"‘.,iﬁﬁ . " R recoven Mpsars. Whiteford ler i, Trdghle and ::---::::;::—:w once 2 week for Log wiccessive weeks befare the : BRI T e i
Son wade Merth " - . T 2, s o L g i = E__ . kes  aman: . o remuraay - } < e
mﬁ,_*';;in:ys *: g L TR T S U PR AV, Towsi, B D, ot e b —2%stday of __lune -19.AX  1hat is 10 say, the same - : Remarks __. _..__.....___ LTIt
ol 5 P h-u“u..._' Lovailio 7 . Patition for Epecial Emeption for Rescom Led @ Cortr Ll 18 220" e oot vas inseried in the issues of June 3¢ 1576, : .- . P . ' T
100 ond. &0t swions e Lowd Ko, - Lleasing Corp e 76-260-X : . i e T SOt 2o Posted by s Lt [ Dale of reremm ol :
;{?.cd?m?. v C - ) ] T, ; A L. "-m.," shpre 2 Supsature = e .
"-:"""‘""‘"hi;z e . —— e ‘Ca'? BELATCN 9 L0 LN e m---::u-.-—-“.: o
= dtmarg o . T ‘. i - wb-;;nn:—m;‘: ‘3!‘
. ~ VALIDATION CR SIGRATUNE « F CASHIER : : o ::_1..";'..:!.’._':.‘*.:.:.".: STROMBERG PUBLICATIONS. INC. g N
- g ey g . y b ) . h:'-wg-:—qn:::mg . S T e - e . D e ) - . - .. . -n
5 . ) PR o . s :nﬂ-sn-u;-mu E ' % ! . Q” - . Ll S T = o : - . ) .
~ -t E - ' et RS N . ; ...-'.'.:. i ova m' ".,.".;':' - BY . ‘L_._.[*JULL:—————u R ) Tt B P - . . ) )
: . W e e imla e, S ST amary e gt oci TR ) O
o -k FaL = - e, . I gy s ey 53 Sv seobrel : et : L I . -
g L - - . = . " B R g W B - st K { - L';‘ . Y b -
. N B . . . i . B £ . u a .‘473 Wi R s ::.-‘—-n m—na s e e ema e e I AL L S s . ! -, -
5 A h T BALTIMOR ™ [ _.:,JTY, MARYLAND 8. 235 £ - T Posinyy ; T
. . e pes £ “T 0yl ot BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND Ko. 35983 T OFFICE OF FINANGE - REVENUE DVISION L e o SR L _‘? .
T T o o & © vy . OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVINGE DivIsioN R 7. MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECE®, , A e T e . e
o e e 8 P : MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT o Pl . o T — T o CERTIFICATE OF POSTING ST
. pogind :-l:u":"" ) - o : SN o Jans 29, 1976 mUm’ 01662 L R " w—— - ‘ B : IONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY . L
-m:.:‘!: " ‘ pave_September 3, 1976 cccoynr pl-4(2 P4 PR " - Towsen, Murylang U
L vf;-é[f - ".", o - -;' LN ‘: _;:
i fort, avoupd | - e . e n i awcuny__ 158,29 : ' - i - . ‘ :r ———— o o
R ““y:;: ,-.-'4 X - R . AMOUNT sT"” ) ‘_ ST ""'--m n - O MG WP e el G B & P m ," - ’ o Dutnq__;____".“___ - : v
M—-u-','_".'.' _ ) Co- H i S S0 arcuveBotnTe, Whiteford, Tayler, Prestan, ¥rismhle & e : : T Dnweehwa [ . Date of Posung - e S
S v | - ' . Fecuved yoha W. Hesslan, 1i1, Esgulre, I-eople's Counsel = 0 . - Feom ] y 21— -7 ' | T b - Posted for LD TLTON Tep TOmL L T ra
: il SPR ‘ Lo T TR P R ron.. d&rertizing asd posting of property for Y | r AN M et Sovr w8 dogrve | : T Bt e T T e e .
; e e the Poioming | . © ' pox . Gast of Filing of an Appeal and Pesting of Property = © ' - : Bmmctwy¥widttes Eescom land Leasing Corp. e . - ' I Ty i ~rtoach elipe i _ ' . Peutioner
fhend Muy . 5T fpa} . . .. onCase No. T6-26G-X (Item No. 195) el e L 6=260eT o A ' A o e e ) - L T T e L
: R S N/S of Erederick Road, 1250° E of Hilleice Road - lat ' o PRER E oS TR : Ty o Locaton of propeny .| e R ..
-1.:_ !;-13) . . 7 Flection Di'tr"-:[ - N “, . ,? e N : 7 L g Y- L r - [ SN it . ht-:g:.‘::l-u: :;::z . L ;-
o tom ] L ‘ Reescom Land Lrasing Corporation « Pet:tiond¥ ) . : . —r S e i : i . - - -
ity R A ’ VALIUATION OR SIGNATURE OF CASHIER . Ry ok AL T tevation of Sigm ..
- :: i : VALIDATION Gl S1GNATUREL OF CASHIER . ) . — Rt - Al N TR T -!.?'p.:':.,-: ,:,‘.'..:_:' * -
M Lt e e i T T e et e 7 g e e et = mama - : o . ) . A i . - kA Lmaxing Cérporgiion mng P e ammaemn . .
L, g - | : - | T . SmmLLTATLS SR e _
T o e T ) _ o . ) o Tt T e dartad paccs o e B Renarks T e e e e e
Fedtd | SR ' R mLTTA - Posted by < e sl e
UV e g o - ' ) . GO At e a2 4843 ) el by ST o LR e Mae of rejury, . 0 O
ety ST R | : : - Sy 08 e o v e : . | Spasare e
Cowl ek Ghes waw tre z»,f,.,,::.' D o . . s : . : - m’:::-:o-.-mug- '
Sentes, duer 3! "’ L W e
T - i
; T g ememems -
; s ;'mﬁﬂ
M mmﬂm:la‘
' it ! R G )
: - sy
$
) el
- STk . _ o e " . . oy A~ it ‘—" st '-'“‘”"""'*f’! St don “ L e e _ o




™ ~ &k

e L e 5

’ s ~rEr . o
..n\:. - E - v T
R cteoat TP L 5 D, g o - e
AL "‘”*:{kf‘w ?Z,\'&E T, P L e e R - " : P U e S
R SN B N A : . A ) . o s - E R N T e e
. ¥ A L P S s . - : . - - R - . : . R T e T
.
- = P, o BEW Ay, . Sye g
Mﬁhﬁw‘..ﬁn&-z‘m_a.}ﬁgﬁm‘-‘;’-‘..,‘-.?-1., - o
O e L S ‘ : - oo . _ ' : . .
LTIl bl e A BT L A I s b a4l ™y B P T . S '

%)

oo ﬁ; £ ' “ . ' o

<

RE: “ETITION FOR SPECIAL EXCEPHON
“N/S of Frederick Bd., 1230 F of

-2-

-3a .l : - 7R3 HEH T . arepey o
Rilisids Rd,, 1st District K FCR BALTIMORF COUMTY offend any of the conditicns precedant set forth in Section 502.1 of the aforesid . : o ; Eii’(:fx AR | frorER
. . _ . . . . : P j SPS uf .["" : ..‘Vin:,- ¥ Foag Taso . .
RESCOM LAND LEASING CORPORATION, - Regulations, _ ¢+ Upripht ye:s bushes of ot least four (4) fest in height. o T £ of Hillurme ;:.:.dm Lt tiee RIS j
”'""""?f-_ L ; Cose No, ?6-2?0—3( . : . - = plonted in wo (2} row:, s'nggered afternctely three . ' ey i Uer Disepiy O e ' :
R LB = AR S, 'l'hoi ;nrfcln restrictions For the protection of nmg}rl:o:ing. proparty, (3) teet on center; ; ' i - Pescom Land Leasing Corpor- ' o
T A AL e : ’ . - R AR ' . oo 5 S AL:6n - Metstine. 4 ' ¢ .
he N R Lk the necessity being egreed to by Counul for Petitioner, are approriate and should 3. That oll activities on ond about th i . ' 0.7 i : TAbTACR ce Ty
AR PO AL LS 03 . , o ies o ond ubout the premises :.'\n.ll._bc conducted TO T 20N (e T, 1z

3

3

. : : o be Imposad,
111. Appeal in this case was token b]:' the Peopls's Counsel for Baltimore County '

. , , indoon; R
It is, this _ 23t doy of November, 1975, ORDERE by fl County

| | 4. Thatno octivitivg shull be pevmitted on or about My premiss : :
: . e R, S 3 : : . ' ' Thum mater ftRe Y ogei
from on Drder of the Zoning Commissioner of Boltimors County doted August 4, 1976, in Boord of Appeals for Baltimora Coumy that the Special Excaption for o structure between the hours of midnight and seven o'clock a.m,, local Vime; - HHalter comes beture the Yoning Cormmassionre wn u resils o1 s vt
_ L B L . . o - tion fled b i s sirg L
which he granted, whjsct i _ ristion, ine .)pecm!_r&cephm sought by The - devoted > recraational ectivities, f.e., Indoor tennis bam or barns, should be and 5. Thot oppraval of @ site plan by the State Highway ﬁ«'*ni"i_:rruﬁon, ! . FAN Rescom Larnd Lossirg forparation, for a Special Fxvecsoe. o
. SoEyt - . - Rl comemansly Sy, i . : . ":
Petitioner for the erection, mairtenan e, ond vperation of a tenais bam and related - the some is GRANTED, from end after the date of this Order, sbject to the follrw g Depariment of Public Works, and Cffice of Plunning ond Zoning shall be obrined o communtytuldiog. waimimieg pol, or citer g FUCIURAl OF Fird dan ddeorpo 3
i (R .o 5 LT .-.‘.-;_ . s !. e L B . . . . ) o 1o e . 1y e T kT . - : S
facilities on ihe site. The cose was, uiter notice, called for hsaring. Counsel for the - restrictions, viz hefore constru stion is undertaken and the operasion and muintenance of tha premises VI e Lore reational, and educacional artivities e rris harn and g . S
P . - I IR S : : : : : H . door courts|. i i . . -
Petticner, with W_i"-‘m'—": oppeared, a3 did f“-'P"" Counsel- no iNd_iVidW‘ PW'“"!P“ : 7 1. Utilization of the site under the Special Excepticn musi be initiolly shall be continued i1 strict comphiance therewith. ’ + o * e %!ﬁ,ecz Proeperty is located on the rortn sodde o Erudericn S
. . s ) : i o L . s _ . ) PUEREE : . T .Road_ P20 fpas r . ) . . - .
oppoured._' g | . moda within two {2'," years from the date of thiz Order ond must be thereafter maintolner Any appeol from this deciston most be in accondance with Rute B-1 o \ "’ cast o‘._ lblimd-‘_ Keart, i~ Ih.r SATSY Il stign Districg of fab . e
S : S R ST Lot Co 3 o o : : : : ‘ . Yoot ‘more Count:, and cur 53 5 "
A "Stipulation” signad by Petitione:'s Coumeal snd Poapls’s Counsel was Introduced In strict eciplionce with the outlines end nototions made ana eontained on the site plon B-12 of the Maryland Rules - f Procedure, : -t % ” FE LU und cortaing 4,655 acres of Lana, TGre or (eas,
_ R - . S P S - . T ey R host e o _ A
and occepted by the Boord. FPetitionar's Counsel intrediuced o Flat entitled, "Catonfwtle‘__'_(‘- e o entitled, “Petitioner's Bihibit No. 1,% inclwding, but not limiiad to, ~aintenonce of g : T : ; | TR revirwang the “,'d"n“ el But based o ail 1o wusderas
P R T R o T : o ' » ' o . COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS AR preserted at ihe oo in the jud, A
Racquet Cluo, ™ prepared by Harrison Assockites, Inc., with nevision date of Septembar 27, - thot area indictted thereon os wnimproved, boundad and -ncl?u\‘. genarily by the 7 : - : o : LR proger the tearing. in the judgmens of B Zoming Commissiores, s, T
. ; i i | : . ) ¥ & Peregquisies ol e 34 . . SRR
1576, which was accepted without objection as, "Petitioner's Exhibit No, 1,” Porties then . N 22140 13" W 253.25 200 line on the southwest, the N 22945° 30° E 333.43 foot Pon (BTETERUNAIES 0l Secion 392, 1 of the L.t more COURLY Zumirg Feiitatine s o i
. SR : : S ‘s ) . N . - . : T el Leen me.  The sybye PPty iw - - i
. submitted the matter on the record ond fiie for decision. . L ¢ line on the northwest, “he S 4_5.‘.037‘ 50" E 104,94 foot line on tha northeast, and the '2-’ " : T et property i wrrertly zoned Busitesa, Lacal (1 it S n
. L AT - _ o R ] e . . - ok +N the Op:xion oty Zoming Co L : : .
 Upon the record and file, tha Board makes the following findings of fact: - - wesernmst side of "Tennis &at_lding No, 2" os "open spoce” vpon which no octivity, ¢ Commistiorer, there are yses BTt ten e ae ) %fn ‘ .
Coi : R e A L AR ‘ t o ) €50 1Rr Of 2o inothiy Fae. gbs o . - S -
- 1. That the site Is situate in o BL~CNS Zone and District, - tneluding vehlcular parking, is te be conducted; R U fene that would kave & mure 60 B nescal wiecs o -
5 . B ar :‘ .- . . ° N . ':_‘ . , .. /‘\ . . ) 3 ;
2. Thor the Speciol Exception requested thareon is aythorized under Section 2. That the property stall ba sereaned olong the said N 22 45' 30" ¢ {} A / ' ”)"}1(‘1:&( d& ’ PTuposed ui, z - o
. . R S e g e S SR : *__.{L‘; s s : & ~ o
- . L. " . . . B . . . At . il . k I ) i - v e . 5
230. 13 of the Boltimore Zounty Zoning Regulations. . _, FE 333.63 foot line on the northwest ond alang the § 6237 50° E 104,94 foor line ond A . :mn? .Hclc e ‘S The r.uie, ITISORDLEAED b the 2pm LG s orae ot an s o g N
. : : ao . » ' o : f wd : B L i
3. Thot the comments and repo:ts duly submitted by she varicus County L the 549 39 50N E 254'_” foot line and the § 27 53* 10 E &0 foot Yine on the norshe b f/"_ . - . - ‘;'Li)urly, to A may August, 1T, gtk Fuevial Dceniiac v o, g -
x i " hereto svidence in ts cose for idarot| - ith I§ ! bet horeaf intained b Healny sonditi b /{ 1/_““‘,‘11 Rt Icon'-!nur-u' weltine, sw; i
1 F . agencies are by statura without testimony t Bre ! comiderotion «t with live evergreen plantings, o ared iy mainkai 1 el hyy ¢ iftion, " Verberi & Doric T | ' TN, SWIMmung pogl or othe s g -y, T L R S g‘{‘ .
% E 74 Comulas * ' ~ v e
by the Boord (Title 22, Sectlon 23.2, Boltimore County Code 1974 C lative . consisting of one of i fol!owing: \v‘:f;i“’ Clvie. "o recreation;! - rd educatioral ge0 BHIUN Jler mid hgre ogeed e g‘f— ;
Supplemen;). ) ; o, White pine trees of at leas? 3ix (6} feet In haight plentad d3deer courts vanld be and the same = GRAXTID, “rurs ard anes rhe dos g‘
in two rows, stoggered clternately six feat on cen‘er; or ] Y ! Tl date e ;é, : .
4. Thot upon review of “Petitioner's Exhibit No. 1* and the agency commenn o frus Order, snicct to the oilowirg restrictions: - i ’
o . ’ b. Soreading yow bushes of at Jeast four (1) feet in height o - . ¥
and reports, the granting of the Special Exceptin, as hereinoftor restricted, would noi . ~ ulonted in twe (2) rows, stoggered altesnately six (6) ! i Cumphiance with the plar, as subI e 2 wale. o Fo .
. S . L ] . e teet on center; or J ": tion ¢ the Epec:al Exception with: n the per o o:'-'.':u - l o
: o= Yedra 1ron the date of thus Dedd, p. ' g , -
i *
4
. T .-
1 L
} e
- - ! ‘ ! 1’ %“ ¥
if L . ! 'u,;. Z\t
[ ‘ 3 . ..,.y;_.‘ X "
_ s e Ty _*"ﬁyws.-_ S - R . R T \ P
2. The hours of operation shall be between 7 a.m. and . - B N *
: 12 midnicht. s : :
. .o Lo ’ ) . : el headwid iy Y AP
3. Approval of a site plan by the State Hlshwag Ad'fmﬂ' e T
istration, Department of Public Works, and Office of . ! :w ;
5 - Pianuing and Zoning. ] -3
: |
! ' 1 Rescom Land leasing L‘orpc_)ratiun and recorded among the land Rccords ::, ; i
//zé'ﬁing Commissioner of T | of Baltimore Ceurty in lLiber 6.1.B. 316f, fotie 11. : . }:
Baltimore County i S d "'d""m" : ] 5 : | May 2, 1962 from William €. Pecbinson, ¢ & Z
i ‘ S ineers ?. TLeed dated y 2. = :
! S ; '?fnners _ oo ax to Rescem Land Leas:ag Corporatien and recerded among the land i E
DR P SESCPIPTION OF PART OF i Records of Laltimore Couaty sn Libker W, ). R. 3985, folivc 303, E‘ . N
F : 1 ) : MUK H T - i N . . S < a LY L 2l =
18- i : g ;':D“""'MM '3;:{,“‘;7 0[ R*'S(:Q.'.' I:EAS‘N"‘ The above described parcel of land heing subject, however, pootod 2pteae= 7, L1855
) - 3 - ' CURFORAVION - WIST CATON 3 iai iehts-of -way as shown on Haltimore (ouaty Nights-af-hay w
! " Maryland 21228 SHUIPING PLAZA to cervain Rights-of-way a: 0 ¢ ¥ » -
; ; . ,{ . : [lats $2-449, 53-029, §$3-030, 53-03), and 53-032. . .
- . . ' Phone (301 1440300 . . N . : / ] 2 ’ ’ h
s . . ! : D ] ] -
A% - ‘ : : 3 arch 11, 1576 1 Richard C, #hitefo=?, Feru're
] ; . . i 3 o L ) : ; i . 30¢ Waat Peaarylvania svenue
i P [ T - : - s
7% ; | BEGENNTINT for the same on the north side of Frederick Road . . : L. . ,"rﬂ:“-":»'r»., Towson, Ma-yland 21204 .
1 B 3 =3 4t the end of the weventh wi® South 27 degrees S3 minutes 10 seconds 4 F TP
1 G i 3 Last 60.00 foot line of the:first parcel of land described in g decd & ' L RE:  Petitioa far “pecial Zaception
X i i s dated May 20, 1957 Freis Paisley T Lemmon to Rescom Land Leasing Lk e Ll N/S of Frederick Road, 12 0°
Py - E Corporation and recordcd awung the Land Records of Baltimore County § B af il.lis'd R -1 ttiection
i " , ; -0 Liker G.L.5. 3i60 folio 11; and running thence binding on t.e - vy Read b b iednon
y . i ﬂgr!h‘ﬁlde‘uf said FTCL‘CEQC‘\ Rooed and b]nding also on the elgh‘h 9 Districe
%% \ line in said first parce! South ¢2 degrees 06 minutes 50 socopds Rescom '.aad Lear.ny sorpora-
i . : West 413.35 feet; thence leaving vaid Frederick Road and binding tion « Fet:tioner
2§ ; é on the ainth line in said first parcel and binding 3lso reversely : N To-Je0on e Mo 1980
g ' on the x_';h;rd line of that parcel ot land described in a dead dated :
b i B April 1{» 1954 and recorded among the Land Records of Laltimore : s Dany Mr, % hiteford
1 g i ‘_-”g::nmf_y in Llhert_cél.iﬂ: 2281 folio 233 from Ceorge Stor: to the County : '
F b - < i 1ssioners o alitimare County WNor'h 27 do i vy B s : p . .
: g : "¢ seconds hest 100, 0 feet; thence. for a line ;%rsgzi:?oz”:g:t;m}g ' Ploase bs rdvised that =3 appes! kas bews file 5y Tana 70, Hesrian,
72 ) - ; - North 53 degrees 14 minutes 13 secoads Kest 253,25 feet to a pdint I, Esquire, People's Counsel, frem the Jecizios ren lered ¥ the Lamiayg
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: ., E l"u"k" datad November 1920 and tiled among the Land Records of Balti-
: - ! move County in Liber W.P.C. 7 fotiv 1B amd Tusning themce Novth 22 . You wiil be notified of the da*s and time of e anveal Teafing wioa
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: | : secomt lines of the fifth throuph third rercels and veversely on part - : :
¢ b | oy : : of the sccond line of the second parced of land described in a sced Vory traly yours.
-5 € } \’l - ! dated Muy 2, 1962 and recorded among the Land Records of kaltimore Y
% e ‘ T - County in Liber W.J.R. 3985 folio 303 from Silliam (. l'erkinson et . he
4k - Y A ; ux to Rescom Land leasing Corpovations as ncw surveyed in all 333,63 .
$ A ot ." o R ff;ct, rum ing thcncg for a line of division Scuth 62 Jeprees 37 sk ke S, ERIC Il NEXNNA
w 2 Do NN Q"‘j alnutes 30 seconds Eust 192.83 fect to the beginning of the fifth Sp iy Zoalag Corr.is-ioner
iz 5 N ),?}: : or South 62 degrees 37 minutes 50 scconds Past 104,94 Joox line of - s i : )
¥ = *."‘ SRR , the first parcel of the above first mentioned deed; thence binding ! I 5NV arl
X - “w ,_\‘_-_!g: : on a}} of sa.d fifth line and on ui] of the sixth and seventh lines ' . Tt g
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e :' - : Ing coursex, viz: first South 62 degrees 37 wminntes 50 scconds Fast - €e: My, P. T. Lemmon, f ‘ouiom. .
o _3\ J: 1[}4.94 feet, wecond South 49 degrees 39 minutes 50 sceconds Fast R Rescem Laod lLen.ing Jorporatioa .
i ~ 3 3s 254,13 feet, and third South 27 degrees 53 minutes 10 seconds East FRTI 102§ ~t. Poal street PR
. A T _ 6G.00 feet to the place of heginning. B e Baltimore. Marylead 21202 oo -
R - v RO oy X
: : COUNTAINING 4.0653 acres of land more -r less, PR Mza, Theima Marphy "?.ﬁ"" i
e " i . ¥ . th Road S r )y 2y o
r - -~ For title sce the foilawing lecds: o 4 MeaTas ' - ) !;‘z ey
- = o _ i , FS Baltimoze, Maryiaad 2;228 oL 1T .
: t. Deed dated May 20, 1957 frenm Paisley T, Lemmon to o
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-2~ : : _ ;
i Baitsirn-se, Maryiant hwhmond, Viiginie - Washington, D.C. York, Pennryheania ._.
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